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the	practice	 of	 chicken	 keeping	 and	 are	discussed	while	 considering	 all	 human	 senses	
when	engaging	with	and	knowing	how	to	keep	chickens.	Keepers	get	to	know	intimately,	
some	as	named	 individuals,	others	as	members	of	a	small	 flock,	 the	chickens	 they	 live	
with.		On	the	other	hand,	some	chicken	keepers	are	mostly	interested	in	the	productive	
qualities	of	their	chickens	and	in	the	practice	of	producing	food	at	home.	I	relate	material	
on	 the	 attitudes	 and	 motivations	 of	 keepers	 to	 literature	 on	 the	 back-to-the-land	































































































































































































































































showed	 interest	 in	 my	 work	 and	 ideas	 –	 especially	 considering	 that	 he	 does	 not	
particularly	 like	 chickens!	 I	 would	 also	 like	 to	 thank	 my	 second	 supervisor,	 Jonathan	
Skinner,	for	his	valuable	feedback	and	comments	throughout	the	project.	
I	 am	 grateful	 to	 Teresa	 Sheppard,	 the	Growhampton	manager,	 and	 Joel	Williams,	 the	
growing	project	coordinator	for	allowing	me	to	help	them	with	the	Growhampton	chicken	
project,	which	provided	me	with	crucial	empirical	material.	Thank	you	to	the	numerous	



























Britain,	 especially	 the	 urban	 population,	 have	 only	 rarely	 or	 never	 encountered	 live	
chickens.	 Their	 closest	 and	 most	 intimate	 encounters	 with	 chickens	 involve	 finding	
chicken	 on	 their	 dinner	 plate	 and	 eating	 their	 flesh	 (Morgan	&	 Cole	 2011).	 Given	 the	
popularity	of	chicken-related	food	products,	each	month	in	the	UK	there	are	around	75-
80	million	chicks	raised	for	their	meat	and	as	future	egg	producers	(DEFRA	2016),	yet	those	
live	 chickens	 remain	 almost	 completely	 invisible	 to	 us,	 being	 kept	 in	 large-scale	
commercial	 chicken	 farms.	 Images	 of	 commercial	 farms	 we	 are	 presented	 with	 in	
television	 advertisements,	 on	 egg	 box	 packages	 and	 other	 marketing	 material	 are	 of	
idealised	settings	with	chickens	roaming	free	on	fresh	green	grassland.		These	images	give	
us	a	distorted	idea	of	how	most	of	those	millions	of	chickens	live	and	die	and	an	inaccurate	













In	 the	 following	 sections	 I	 will	 first	 introduce	 the	 contemporary	 small-scale	 chicken-
keeping	culture	in	Britain	and	review	previous	research	related	to	chicken	keeping	in	the	
UK.	 I	will	 then	 define	my	 research	 subject	 before	moving	 on	 to	 describe	 the	 relevant	
history	of	 small-scale	chicken	keeping	and	 the	place	of	 chickens	 in	 the	UK	 in	 the	past.	









remain	 anonymous	 (DEFRA	2014a)1.	Due	 to	 this	 voluntary	 registration,	 the	number	of	










We	 know	 that	 there	 has	 been	 a	 strong	 increase	 in	 the	 number	 of	 small-scale	 chicken	
keepers	in	the	last	15	years	in	both	rural	and	urban	areas.	Since	the	early	2000s	a	new	
goods	 and	 services	 market	 has	 emerged	 focusing	 specifically	 on	 small-scale	 chicken	
keepers.	 The	 establishment	 and	 popularity	 of	 commercial	 online	 market	 sites	 (e.g.	
omlet.co.uk	 and	 flytesofancy.co.uk)	 and	 advice	 blogs	 and	 forums	 (e.g.	 keeping-













you	 can	 say	 about	 chicken	 keeping”.	 Newspaper	 articles	 on	 the	 activities	 of	 chicken	













































With	 the	 news	 coverage,	 advice	 columns,	 YouTube	 videos,	 published	 books	 and	
magazines,	and	the	availability	of	chicken	houses,	treats	and	toys	 in	commercial	stores	
(e.g.	Homebase	and	Pets	At	Home)	 it	has	become	evident	 that	keeping	chickens	 is	no	
longer	 a	 niche	 activity.	 Considering	 the	estimated	number	of	 people	 keeping	 chickens	
(conservative	estimates	are	at	500,000	households)	and	the	interest	of	the	public	in	this	
phenomenon,	 a	 study	 of	 this	 group	 of	 people,	 their	 motivations,	 and	 a	 closer	










and	 ethnographer	 Molly	 Mullin	 (2013)	 discussed	 the	 attitudes	 of	 small-scale,	 urban	
chicken	keepers	towards	their	chickens	in	the	United	States.	Her	ethnographic	account	






towards	 chickens.	 She	 also	 used	material	 she	 collected	 during	 a	 commercially-offered	
coop-tour	 of	 urban	 backyard	 chicken	 keepers.	 This	 tour	 gave	 her	 the	 opportunity	 to	
engage	with,	and	interview,	urban	backyard	chicken	keepers.	Bettany	and	Kerrane	(2011),	








Davis	 (1995),	an	animal	 rights	advocate	and	author,	discusses	 the	moral	positioning	of	











focused	particularly	on	 the	potential	biosecurity	 risks	and	welfare	 issues	 in	 small-scale	




DEFRA	and	 its	 regulations.	 The	 results	 of	 the	 survey	were	 analysed	quantitatively	 and	
provided	 a	 basic	 idea	 of	 the	 characteristics	 of	 small-scale	 chicken	 keepers	 in	 the	 UK.	







The	 Scottish	 Government’s	 Centre	 of	 Expertise	 on	 Animal	 Disease	 Outbreaks	 (EPIC)	
studied	 the	 awareness	 and	 knowledge	 of	 biosecurity	 risks	 among	 small-scale	 poultry	
keepers	in	the	Aberdeenshire	and	Fife	area	(Kyle	&	Sutherland	2018).	They	acknowledge	



















Several	 qualitative	 researchers	 studied	 the	 new	 emergence,	 the	 place,	 and	 the	
motivations	of	hobby	farmers,	who	often	kept	poultry	as	well	(Fairweather	&	Robertson	





This	 short	 review	of	 previous	 research	 literature	 underlined	 the	 fact	 that	 not	much	 is	
known	about	the	practice	of	small-scale	chicken	keeping	in	Britain	and	that	there	is	a	gap,	

















poultry	 production.	 This	 is	 because	 I	 was	 interested	 in	 the	 relationships	 small-scale	
chicken	keepers	have	with	their	chickens	rather	than	the	relationships	that	commercial	
farmers	have	with	the	livestock	that	provides	them	with	a	primary	source	of	income	and	
which	 productive	 qualities	 they	 depend	 on	 to	 financially	 survive.	 While	 some	 of	 my	
respondents	were	smallholders,	none	of	 them	financially	depended	on	 the	produce	of	
chickens.	This	thesis	explores	the	practice	of	small-scale	chicken	keeping	and	with	it	the	
human-chicken	 relationship,	 regular	 routines,	 material	 culture,	 ways	 of	 learning,	 and	







chicken	 meat	 and	 eggs	 became	 the	 most	 popular	 and	 cheapest	 animal-based	 food	
products.	I	will	then	proceed	to	describe	the	beginnings	of	the	animal	welfare	and	green	
movements	 of	 the	 1960s/70s	 that	 had	 a	 great	 impact	 and	 parallels	 to	 the	 small-scale	
chicken-keeping	trend	of	today.	Finally,	I	will	provide	a	comprehensive	review	of	related	
literature	and	research	on	human-animal	relations	and	multi-species	ethnography	which	







From	 the	 beginning	 of	 the	 20th	 century,	 chicken	 keepers	 recognised	 the	 potential	 of	
farming	chickens	on	a	larger	scale	and	discovered	a	yet	unexplored	commercial	market	
and	source	of	income.	Until	then,	households	and	farms	that	kept	chickens	often	only	had	
between	200-400	hens	primarily	 as	 egg	producers,	 fed	 them	 farmyard	 scraps	 and	 left	
them	 to	 forage,	 rather	 than	 providing	 them	 with	 specialized	 poultry	 feed	 (Godley	 &	
Williams	2007).	The	Feathered	Life	magazine	which	was	dedicated	to	the	topics	of	utility	
poultry	and	domestic	pets	was	 founded	 in	1903	and	covered	 topics	 that	 that	are	very	
similar	 to	 issues	 discussed	 in	 contemporary	 poultry	 magazines	 that	 targeted	 modern	











Industrialisation	 led	 to	an	 influx	of	 labourers	 from	the	countryside	 into	 the	cities,	who	
began	growing	 food	on	allotments	offered	by	 the	 local	authorities	 (Martin	&	Marsden	






























These	 commercial	breeds	of	 chickens,	 today	known	also	as	hybrid	 chickens,	 arrived	 in	




























In	 summary,	 since	 the	 1950s,	 the	 poultry	 industry	 with	 the	 help	 of	 science	 has	
transformed	 chickens	 into	 “very	 efficient	 vehicle[s]	 for	 transforming	 feed	 grains	 into	
higher-value	meat	products”	(Boyd	2001,	632).	From	the	1960s	onwards,	the	international	




meat	 free	 of	 traces	 of	 fat,	 bones,	 feathers	 and	 blood	 in	 supermarkets,	 ready	 to	 be	















the	 animal	 rights	movement.	 She	was	 one	 of	many	 animal	 rights	 and	 animal	 welfare	
advocates	who,	from	the	1960s,	started	to	campaign	for	the	improvement	of	the	living	




From	 the	 1960s	 animal	 welfare	 conditions	 in	 industrial	 livestock	 farms	 became	
increasingly	a	focus	of	the	public	eye.	 	 In	1964,	Ruth	Harrison,	a	British	animal	welfare	




























can	 be	 explored	 by	 defining	 different	 forms	 of	 discourses	 of	 rurality.4	 Woods	 (2005)	
defined	discourse	as	“a	way	of	understanding	the	world”	(2005,	12)	and	argued	that	there	
are	 different	 understandings	 of	 what	 rurality	 means	 to	 people.	 Besides	 academic	
discourses,	which	are	how	academics	 frame	and	understand	rurality,	and	the	hedonist	
discourses,	 in	 which	 the	 rural	 is	 a	 space	 for	 leisure	 and	 recreation,	 he	 additionally	
discusses	popular	and	 lay	discourses	of	 rurality.	This	 is	 the	 rurality	of	ordinary	people,	











According	 to	 Evans	 and	 Yarwood	 (1995,	 141)	 “livestock	 are	 an	 integral	 part	 of	 rural	
landscapes."	Similarly,	Jones	(2003)	put	a	strong	emphasis	on	the	centrality	of	animals	in	
the	social	construction	of	the	rural.	Livestock	is	a	fundamental	element	in	the	televisual	





















































These	 historic	 and	 contemporary	 back-to-the-land	 waves	 can	 be	 also	 traced	 in	 the	
fluctuating	number	of	documents	published	on	home	food	production	related	themes.	
Google	Books	offers	the	quantitative	analysis	service	‘Ngram’,	which	enables	phrases	and	
word	 combinations	 searchers	 in	 all	 books	 and	 documents	 digitized	 by	 Google	 Books	
(Michel	 et	 al.	 2011).	 I	 performed	 a	 search	 by	 using	 the	 word	 combinations	 ‘keeping	
chickens’	and	‘keeping	hens’	and	limited	my	search	to	books	published	in	Britain.	Ngram	







‘keeping	 chickens’	 in	 books	 peaks	 during	 the	 1960s,	 which	 could	 correlate	 with	 the	
renewed	 interest	 in	 chicken	 keeping	 due	 to	 the	 back-to-the-land	 movements	 and	





















While	 scholars	 in	 the	 social	 sciences	 first	 seriously	 discussed	 the	 relationships	 and	
attitudes	humans	have	 towards	animals	 in	 the	1990s	and	early	2000s,	anthropological	
















the	 interactions	 and	 relationships	 between	 humans	 and	 animals,	 the	 ethics	 of	 how	
humans	 treat	 animals,	 which	 is	 inevitably	 also	 connected	with	 the	 exploration	 of	 the	
boundaries	between	humans	and	animals	(Arluke	&	Sanders	1996;	Serpell	1996;	Mullan	
&	Marvin	1999;	Cassidy	&	Mullin	2007;	Haraway	2007;	Kirksey	&	Helmreich	2010;	DeMello	

















McHugh	2014),	 rather	 than	evolving	 in	 isolated	ways	besides	each	other.	While	multi-































relationships	 is	 of	 great	 interest.	 Evans	 and	 Yarwood	 (1995)	 study	 of	 human-livestock	
relationships	and	suggest	that	there	is	a	research	gap	in	the	study	of	the	role	and	impact	





especially	 through	an	animal	welfare	 lens.	Scholars,	 such	as	Velde	et	al.	 (2002),	Wilkie	
(2010),	Riley	 (2011)	and	Kauppinen	et	al.	 (2012)	 studied	 the	 relationships	 farmers	and	
farm	workers	have	with	their	livestock.	The	relationships	and	attitudes	farmers	and	farm	
workers	have	 to	 livestock	have	been	studied	by	Wilkie	 (2010),	who	also	discussed	 the	










are	 the	 consumptive	 animal	 and	 the	 commodity	 animal.	 In	 the	 consumptive	 animal	
relationship	between	farmer/farm	worker	and	livestock,	the	animal	is	perceived	as	part	
of	a	group	rather	than	as	an	individual	and	is	kept	for	slaughter	and	consumption.	The	last	





recognising	 that	 in	practice,	animals	are	often	 treated	very	differently	 to	humans,	and	
different	 animals	 are	 treated	 differently”.	 He	 stated	 that	 it	 is	 therefore	 important	 to	













use	 in	 this	 thesis.	 Holloways’	 interviewees	 suggested	 that	 the	 keeping	 of	 livestock	 is	
essential	to	the	construction	of	 ‘smallholding’	as	place	and	as	 identity.	While	Holloway	
acknowledged	that	the	term	‘smallholding’	is	ill-defined	and	used	in	different	context,	he	
used	 the	 concept	 in	 a	way	 that	 “implies	 small-scale,	 part-time	 food	 production,	 often	
motivated	by	a	 range	of	 lifestyle	choices	 involving	 the	desire	 to	 leave	a	 frenetic	urban	
lifestyle	in	search	of	an	imagined	rural	idyll”	(2001,	298).	As	did	Wilkie	(2010),	Holloway	
also	 explored	 different	 levels	 of	 emotional	 attachment	 of	 smallholders	 towards	 their	
livestock,	 covering	 pet-like	 attachments.	 He	 noticed,	 similarly	 to	 Wilkie	 (2010),	 that	
smallholders	 make	 a	 difference	 between	 animals	 consumed	 or	 kept-to-be-sold	 and	
animals	used	for	breeding.	Furthermore,	he	mentioned	the	distinctions	made	between	







pet	 relationships	 is	of	great	 relevance	and	 informed	 in	my	 research.	 	 Tuan	 (1984)	and	
Serpell	 (1996)	 challenged	 the	 category	 of	 pets	 and	 highlighted	 the	 dimensions	 of	
affection,	dominance	and	power	in	the	human-pet	relationship.	Holloway	(2001),	Wilkie	
(2010),	and	Mullin	(2013)	challenged	the	often	too-simplistic	classification	of	animals	into	












enskillment	 and	 “skilled	 vision”	 that	 knowledgeable	 breeders	 acquire	 as	 part	 of	 their	




Velde	 et	 al.	 (2002)	 and	 De	 Jonge	 et	 al.	 (2013)	 studied	 the	 often-ambivalent	 attitudes	
consumers	have	towards	the	animals	 they	consume	and	Adams	(2010)	 focused	on	the	
relationships	 consumers	 have	 towards	 meat	 and	 highlighted	 the	 lack	 of	 associations	







of	 the	 relationships	 and	 interactions	 people	 have	 with	 chickens	 in	 a	 non-commercial	
setting	are	unexplored	and	this	thesis	aims	to	open	up	the	field	to	the	study	of	this	specific	

























1) the	 terms	 and	 categories	 small-scale	 chicken	 keepers	 use	 to	 talk	 and	 think	 about	




















chicken	keeping	culture	 in	Britain.	 I	 reviewed	existing	 literature	on	 small-scale	 chicken	
keeping	 in	Britain	and	 identified	a	research	gap	 in	 in-depth	qualitative	research	on	the	
activities	 and	 motivations	 of	 small-scale	 chicken	 keepers	 and	 the	 human-animal	














































approach	 as	 described	 by	 Marcus	 (1998)	 as	 the	 practise	 of	 chicken	 keeping	 and	 the	
human-chicken	 relationships	 in	 these	 settings	 take	 place	 across	multiple	 sites	which	 I	
needed	to	consider.	Marcus	(1998)	argued	that	it	is	not	enough	to	study	a	single	site	and	
to	put	 it	 in	 relevant	 contexts.	He	 stated	 that	 it	 is	 necessary	 to	 study	 complex	 cultural	
phenomena	in	a	way	that	captures	the	historical,	cultural,	ecological	and	political	contexts	








The	 virtual	 space	 is,	 as	 described	 in	 the	 Introduction,	 an	 important	 aspect	 of	 the	
contemporary	chicken	keeping	culture	and	therefore	represents	one	of	the	sites	which	I	




























as	means	 for	 communication	 between	 chicken	 keepers,	 and	 I	 decided	 to	 join	 several	










groups.	 I	 selected	 these	 Facebook	 groups	 for	 their	 differing	 implied	 attitudes	 towards	
chickens	(I	will	describe	these	Facebook	groups	in	more	detail	in	chapter	4).			
	
As	 I	adopted	an	overt	 role	as	a	 researcher,	 the	call	 for	participants	explained	that	 this	
research	was	conducted	as	part	of	a	doctoral	research	project	and	that	I	was	looking	for	
chicken	keepers	who	were	 interested	 in	 talking	about	 their	personal	 experiences	with	
chicken	keeping.	Those	who	were	interested	in	participating	were	requested	to	send	me	




























of	 the	 urban	 population.	 Usually	 they	 have	 a	 set	 of	 educational	 and	 volunteer	
programmes	specifically	targeted	at	children	and	local	urban	communities.	Their	goal	is	
to	 provide	 the	 urban	 population	 with	 the	 opportunity	 to	 learn	 about	 agriculture,	
sustainability	and	the	environment	and	to	interact	with	farm	and	smaller	animals.		City	























managers.	 The	 farmyard	managers	of	 city	 farms	 taught	me	about	how	 to	pick	up	and	
handle	chickens	and	about	the	general	requirements	and	care	of	chickens.	Furthermore,	
on	two	occasions	I	was	involved	in	incubation	projects	led	by	a	farmyard	manager,	which	






While	volunteering	at	city	 farms,	 I	was	continuously	 looking	to	recruit	chicken	keepers	


















keeping	 chickens?	 Which	 breeds	 and	 why?),	 and	 some	 questions	 that	 I	 found	 were	




One-off	 visits	 to	 chicken	keepers’	 homes	 followed	a	pattern.	 I	 arrived	and	after	 a	 few	
minutes	of	small	talk	I	was	usually	invited	to	see	the	chickens.	The	chicken	keepers	then	





through	 their	 garden	 I	 asked	 them	 to	 talk	 about	 their	 gardening	 activities,	 or	 things	 I	








invited	 to	 sit	 down	 inside	 their	 homes,	 while	 they	 made	 the	 tea.	 This	 gave	 me	 the	
opportunity	to	have	a	look	around	inside	their	kitchens	and	living	rooms	(after	explicitly	
asking	for	permission),	where	I	would	often	spot	objects	depicting	or	featuring	chickens,	














I	 generally	 felt	 it	was	 frustrating	 to	not	have	 the	opportunity	 to	 study	 the	activities	of	
chicken	keepers	by	observing	their	daily	routine	and	the	interactions	they	had	with	the	
chickens.	On	my	day	visits,	which	usually	lasted	between	two	and	five	hours,	I	felt	that	I	





































for	 an	 extended	 period	 of	 time	 and	 I	 felt	 the	 experiences	 gained	 complemented	 the	
interviews	that	I	had	with	them.	I	observed	the	daily	patterns	of	caring	for	the	chickens	
and	I	learned	about	the	chickens’	behaviour	and	social	structure,	all	of	which	provided	me	
the	 opportunity	 to	 talk	 with	 the	 chicken	 keepers	 about	 their	 experiences	 with	 their	
chickens	in	an	informal	way	without	the	pressure	of	keeping	the	conversation	alive.	During	






by	 the	 smallholders	 I	 lodged	with.	One	of	 these	 courses	was	 focused	on	 teaching	 the	








Most	 of	 the	 interviews	were	 conducted	 during	 visits	 of	 chicken	 keepers,	 as	 described	
above.	 I	 conducted	 36	 semi-structured	 interviews,	 not	 counting	 informal	 and	 shorter	
conversations	 with	 chicken	 keepers	 who	 I	 encountered	 during	 my	 daily	 life	 or	 who	 I	







research	 diary	 of	 the	 audio-recorded	 interviews).	 In	 my	 partial	 transcriptions,	 I	





































understanding	 and	 overview	 of	 the	 activities	 of	 chicken	 keepers	 and	 the	 recent	
developments	and	trend	of	chicken	keeping.	I	chose	to	talk	to	a	journalist	and	book	author	
Andy	 Cawthray,	 who	 specialized	 in	 writing	 about	 chicken	 keeping.	 Furthermore	 I	
interviewed	the	founder	of	the	Hen	Keeping	Association	of	the	UK,	Francine	Raymond,	
(who	 also	writes	 books/articles	 about	 chicken	 keeping).	 I	 also	 chose	 to	 interview	 two	
employees	at	the	Department	for	Environment,	Food	and	Rural	Affairs	(DEFRA),	who	were	









England).	 Two	 thirds	 (25)	 were	 female	 and	 one	 third	 was	 male	 (11).	 I	 estimated	 my	
interviewees	ages	and	classified	all	of	them	in	three	age	categories:	36%	were	between	
20-39	 years	 (13),	 44%	between	 40-60	 years	 (16),	 and	 20%	of	 all	 participants	 (7)	were	













published	 by	 DEFRA	 2013).	 I	 use	 the	 term	 ‘urban’	 as	 defined	 by	 DEFRA	 (2013,4)	 as	
“settlements	with	a	population	of	10,000	or	more”	as	guidance.	 I	chose	to	 include	the	
category	suburban,	which	Hinchcliffe	(2005,	899)	states	has	been	widely	defined	“as	the	






During	my	 visits	 it	 became	 apparent	 that	most	 of	my	 respondents	 led	 a	 comfortable	




During	 the	 planning	 phase	 of	 my	 research	 project,	 I	 did	 not	 anticipate	 having	 the	
opportunity	 to	 become	 a	 chicken	 keeper	 myself.	 Living	 in	 central	 London	 made	 it	
challenging	to	locate	the	required	outdoor	space	and	permit	to	keep	chickens.	This	is	why	
I	initially	decided	to	gather	my	practical	skills	and	knowledge,	the	participatory	aspect	of	
the	 role	 as	 ethnographer,	 by	 helping	 chicken	 keepers	 I	 visited	 with	 the	 care	 of	 their	
chickens.	But	a	few	months	into	my	PhD	I	was	given	the	opportunity	to	keep	chickens	on	
the	 university	 grounds	 through	 collaboration	 with	 Growhampton,	 a	 University	 of	





also	 cared	 for	 the	 chickens.	 Teresa	and	 I	 often	 took	 important	decisions	 together	 and	
regularly	chatted	about	the	chickens,	shared	jokes	and	discussed	novel	experiences	and	
issues	related	to	the	chickens.	The	process	of	planning	to	get	the	chickens	and	taking	care	




















of	 small-scale	 chicken	 keepers	 in	 private	 and	 domestic	 settings.	 I	 never	 intended	 to	
become	a	chicken	keeper,	a	 representative	of	 the	culture	 I	 studied,	nor	did	 I	have	 the	
ambition	to	‘represent’	or	‘speak	for’	all	small-scale	chicken	keepers	(Holman	Jones	et	al.	
2016)	 through	 my	 participation	 and	 engagement	 in	 this	 project.	 Rather,	 this	 in	 part	
autoethnographic	 site	 allowed	me	 to	experience	and	 to	participate	 in	 the	practices	of	
chicken	keeping	and	permitted	me	to	interact	with,	and	learn	more	about,	chickens.	The	




































Omlet	 Commercial	 website	 which	 offers	 products	 produced	 by	
Omlet	focusing	on	the	small-scale	chicken	keeping	market	
(and	 more	 recently	 also	 on	 other	 pet	 animals	 such	 as	
Guinea	pigs	and	rabbits).	
omlet.co.uk	
Ebay	 Commercial	 website	 specialised	 on	 selling	 and	 buying	
including	 auctioning.	Useful	 for	my	 study	of	 the	material	
culture	 of	 chicken	 keeping	 and	 of	 interest	 for	 the	





Blog	 by	 Andy	 Cawthray	 –	 chicken	 breeder/keeper	 and	
writer.	 This	 site	 contains	 interesting	 opinion	 pieces	 on	
diverse	 chicken	 keeping	 related	 topics.	 The	 comment	
sections	 allows	 chicken	 keepers	 to	 voice	 their	 personal	












Preloved	 Commercial	 website	 offering	 a	 platform	 for	 selling	 and	











Gumtree	 Commercial	 website	 offering	 a	 platform	 for	 selling	 and	




















forums	 or	 being	 present,	 but	 saying	 and	 doing	 little	 […]	 the	 researcher	 operates	 as	 a	











an	 on-going	 basis,	 while	 conducting	my	 virtual	 ethnography.	When	 browsing	 through	
articles	 and	blog	entries	 that	would	be	 considered	 to	be	part	of	 the	public	 sphere,	 as	
previously	defined,	and	available	to	anyone	with	an	Internet	connection,	 I	could	quote	
blog	entries,	articles	and	comments.	In	these	cases,	I	used	direct	quotes	only	after	careful	
consideration	of	 the	 possible	 consequences	 for	 the	 authors.	 I	 only	 used	direct	 quotes	






The	 semi-private	 nature	 of	 Facebook	 creates	 several	 ethical	 dilemmas	 that	 I	 have	 to	
address	at	this	point.	To	view	content	on	Facebook,	people	need	to	register	with	Facebook	
with	 their	 full	 name.	 Facebook	 users	 can	 restrict	 the	 information	 they	 allow	 other	
Facebook	users	to	see	(public	 information)	and	information	that	they	restrict	others	to	
see	 (private).	Not	all	users	are	aware	about	 the	privacy	settings	of	Facebook	 (Bauman	
2013)	 and	 information	 that	 is	 publicly	 available	 on	 Facebook	 needs	 to	 be	 used	 by	
researchers	with	caution.	Similarly,	some	Facebook	groups	(discussion	boards)	require	the	
permission	of	a	group	moderator	to	join.	Material	in	form	of	posts	and	conversations	in	
these	 groups	 need	 to	 be	 considered	 semi-private.	 The	 consent	 to	 observe	 these	
communities	has	not	been	obtained	due	to	the	nature	of	my	virtual	ethnography.			Koene	
et	al.	 (2015)	acknowledged	 the	ethical	grey	 zone	of	 conducting	qualitative	 research	of	
social	media	communication	on	Facebook.	They	accept	however,	that	qualitative	research	
that	 focuses	 on	 “establishing	 general	 trends	 in	 behaviour,	 or	 fundamental	 patterns	 of	
communication	which	are	used	to	establish	or	test	general	theories,	not	[to]	criticize	or	




the	 global	 chicken-keeping	 phenomenon	 from	 the	 British	 phenomenon.	 Especially	 on	
social	 media	 groups,	 but	 also	 in	 media	 coverage,	 the	 American	 and	 the	 British	












however,	 I	 experienced	 difficulties	 with	 separating	 the	 American	 (and	 sometimes	
Australian)	 from	 the	 British	 phenomenon	 in	 the	 social	 interactions	 I	 observed	 online	
between	chicken	keepers	who	used	social	networking	 sites	or	blogs	 such	as	described	
above.	Chicken	keepers,	for	example,	referred	to	American	regulations	and	terms,	which	




chicken	 keeping	 online	 blogs	 such	 as	 Backyardchickens.com,	 which	 appeared	 to	 be	
primarily	used	by	American	chicken	keepers,	but	were	also	popular	with	British	chicken	












As	 part	 of	my	 ethnographic	 research	 approach	 I	 relied	 on	 published	 and	 unpublished	
written	documents.	Hammersley	 and	Atkinson	 (1995,	 122)	 noted	 that	 “ethnographers	








I	 collected,	 printed,	 and	 analysed	 articles	 from	 selected	 newspapers	 which	 published	
articles	 about	 chicken	 keeping	 online	 between	 2007	 and	 2017.	 I	 selected	 newspapers	





































































orientation	 and	analytic	 approach	 for	 the	 analysis	 and	 interpretation	of	 the	material	 I	
collected;	although	my	collection	of	qualitative	material	was	not	based	directly	on	it.	This	
inductive	 approach	 enables	 researchers	 to	 produce	 new	 theoretical	 perspectives	 and	
concepts	which	derive	from	collected	material	(Strauss	&	Corbin	1998).	I	opted	to	adapt	



















granted?”,	 “What	 process(es)	 is	 at	 issue	 here?	 How	 can	 I	 define	 it?”,	 “How	 does	 the	
research	participant(s)	act	and	profess	to	think	and	feel	while	involved	in	this	process?”,	
“What	might	 his	 or	 her	 observed	 behaviour	 indicate?”	 (2006,	 51).	 Rather	 than	 simply	
follow	the	rather	prescriptive	suggestions	of	Charmaz	(2006)	my	coding	approach	did	not	
consist	 of	 two	 separate	 stages	 of	 coding	 as	 described	 above.	 My	 coding	 stage	 was	
informed	 by	 my	 fieldwork	 experiences,	 my	 use	 of	 mind	 maps	 and	 the	 summaries,	










qualitative	 coding.	NVivo	and	Mendely	enabled	me	 to	highlight,	 comment,	 and	 create	
labels	 for	 text	 I	 entered	 and	 saved	 in	 these	 applications.	 These	 highlighted	 sections,	
comments,	and	labels	lead	to	the	creation	of	preliminary	analytic	ideas	and	categories,	
which	 I	 subsequently	used	 to	 think	with	and	 challenge	new	material.	 These	 ideas	and	
categories	helped	me	to	add	depth	to	the	interviews	and	conversations	I	had	with	chicken	
keepers.	 For	 example,	 as	 I	 became	 aware	 of	 the	 tension	 between	 peoples’	 emotional	





generally,	 and	whether	 they	ate	 their	own	chickens	and	eggs.	 This	question	especially	
helped	me	to	develop	my	argument	highlighted	in	chapter	7.		
	
























expectations,	 and	 experiences	 that	 influenced	my	work,	 representing	 possible	 biases.	
Reflexivity	 is	 an	 essential	 part	 of	 social	 anthropological	 research,	 especially	 for	 the	
interpretation	 of	 the	 results	 and	 as	 a	 productive	 element	 of	 the	 writing	 up	 process.	








also	 how	 I	 perceived	 and	 interpreted	 the	 material	 I	 collected.	 It	 would	 therefore	 be	



































of	 the	small-scale	chicken	keeping	culture	 in	Britain	 from	an	outsider	perspective.	This	
comes	with	advantages	and	disadvantages.	As	an	outsider	I	was	not	always	aware	of	the	














as	 language	 and	 terms	 used	 by	 participants).	 I	 therefore	 did	 not	 approach	 research	













































Bob	 is	 in	 his	 early	 50s.	 I	 met	 him	 through	 an	 acquaintance	 coincidentally	 and	 briefly	
interviewed	him	about	his	experiences	as	a	 chicken	keeper.	He	keeps	 four	hens	 in	his	
garden.		
	
Catherine	 lives	 in	 rural	 England,	 not	 far	 from	 Dora,	 with	 her	 husband,	 and	 has	 been	
keeping	chickens	for	more	than	five	years.	Catherine	is	in	her	50s	and	has	two	children	








Dora	 is	 a	 small-scale	 chicken	 keeper	 and	 breeder	 in	 her	 mid-50s	 who	 lives	 with	 her	
husband	in	rural	England.	Her	parents	and	grandparents	also	kept	chickens	and	she	has	
been	keeping	chickens	 for	more	 than	20	years.	 I	 spent	an	afternoon	with	her	and	she	














Emily	 is	 in	her	 late	20s/early	30s	and	 lives	 in	a	 suburban	area	 in	England.	 She	 started	
keeping	chickens	 less	 than	 two	years	ago	and	keeps	 three	hens.	 I	met	her	 in	a	café	 in	
London	and	interviewed	her	about	her	experiences	as	a	chicken	keeper	on	one	occasion.	
	
Francine	Raymond	 (this	 is	 her	 real	 name)	 is	 a	 journalist	 and	writer	who	 specialises	 in	
writing	about	chicken	keeping	and	gardening.	She	has	been	keeping	chickens	for	around	









Harold	 is	 in	his	50s	and	 lives	with	his	wife	and	 son	 in	 rural	 England.	He	keeps	 several	








which	 gave	 me	 an	 opportunity	 to	 talk	 with	 them	 about	 their	 experiences	 as	 chicken	
keepers.	 Harry	 kept	 chickens	 in	 the	 past.	 He	 does	 not	 keep	 chickens	 at	 home	 at	 the	
moment,	but	he	is	involved	in	a	community	farm	project	where	they	keep	chickens.	
	
Hillary	 is	 in	 her	 early	 60s	 and	 lives	with	her	husband	 in	Greater	 London.	 I	 visited	 and	












Jill	 is	 in	 her	 40s	 and	 is	 a	 friend	 and	 chicken	 keeper	 whose	 home	 I	 visited	 on	 several	
occasions.	Jill	 lives	in	rural	England	in	a	residential	area	in	a	village.	I	have	been	talking	
with	 Jill	 about	 chickens	 throughout	 my	 research	 for	 several	 years	 and	 I	 formally	










































vegetable	 garden,	which	 they	need	 to	 reach	 their	 goal	 to	 achieve	 a	 high	 level	 of	 self-





chickens	 when	 he	 established	 his	 own	 home.	 I	 stayed	 with	 Matt	 and	 Alda	 for	 two	
weekends,	one	in	February	and	one	in	June.	
	








































with	 the	 opportunity	 to	 talk	 with	 them	 about	 chicken	 keeping.	 They	 keep	 around	 50	




































































This	 chapter	 examines	 the	 use	 of	 classification	 in	 relation	 to	 chickens	 by	 exploring	
practices	 that	 seek	 to	 define	 them	 for	 different	 purposes.	 I	 will	 show	 how	 different	
chickens	are	produced	 in	 specific	 contexts	 through	practices	of	 classification.	 Initially	 I	
chose	 three	 different	 perspectives	 and	 with	 it	 three	 ways	 of	 classifying	 chickens:	
commercial	farming,	pedigree	breeders	and	finally	the	small-scale	chicken	keepers	who	I	
studied	and	the	perspective	which	I	will	discuss	in	more	detail.		The	analysis	in	this	chapter	
uses	 literature	 from	Tuan	 (1984),	Bowker	&	Star	 (2000),	Yarwood	&	Evans	 (2000),	and	
Wilkie	(2010),	and	the	empirical	material	derives	primarily	from	the	virtual	ethnography	
(especially	 information	 available	 on	 Omlet,	 Flytesofancy	 and	 the	 observation	 of	
discussions	on	blogs	and	Facebook)	and	interviews	with	Shannon	and	Jamie,	Francine,	and	
Mark.	 Prior	 to	 discussing	 the	 empirical	 material	 I	 provide	 a	 brief	 introduction	 to	 the	
rationale	of	using	concepts	related	to	classification	and	categories	and	then	move	on	to	














constantly	 classifying	 things	 in	 our	 lives.	 This	 includes	 the	 way	 we	 think	 of	 animals:	
whether	 we	 classify	 animals	 as	 edible	 or	 inedible	 creatures	 or	 as	 livestock	 or	 pets,8	
whether	we	consider	animals	to	be	cute	and	fluffy	and	worth	protecting	or	as	disgusting	
and	 worthless.	 We	 decide	 how	 animals	 are	 supposed	 to	 be	 kept	 and	 whether	 it	 is	






group	 of	 people	 (Bowker	&	 Star	 2000).	 Before	 I	 explore	 the	ways	 small-scale	 chicken	








latter	 is	only	mentioned	 in	a	 footnote).	Rather	 than	 referring	 to	chickens	and	possible	
subcategories,	the	report	uses	categories	of	production:	broilers,	boiling	fowl	and	spent	
layers.	 Categories	 of	 production	 have	 not	 only	 been	 used	 in	 the	 commercial	 poultry	













(also	 referred	 to	 as	 fancy	 fowl	 breeders	 or	 fanciers).	 As	 previously	 mentioned,	 while	





physical	 space,	often	having	 less	 space	available	and	being	separated	 from	each	other	
according	to	their	breeds	to	prevent	crossbreeding.9	
	




comes	 in	 several	 colour	 and	 pattern	 variations).	 For	 example,	 the	 British	 Poultry	 club	
recognises	following	Wyandotte	chicken	breed	variations:	barred,	black,	blue,	blue-laced,	
blue	partridge,	buff,	buff-laced,	Columbian,	gold-laced,	partridge,	red,	silver-laced,	silver-







chicken	 breed.	 Other	 categories	 in	 the	 pedigree	 chicken	 keeping	 culture	 are	 the	
classification	of	chickens	according	to	their	shape	of	comb	(e.g.	rose	comb,	pea	comb,	and	









(Wenger	et	al.	2002,	4).	 I	observed	 that	 there	are	several	ways	 for	chicken	keepers	 to	
acquire	their	skills,	but	usually	some	form	of	interaction	with	more	experienced	chicken	
keepers	 is	part	of	 the	 learning	process.	This	 could	occur	 through	direct	contact	with	a	
more	 experienced	 chicken	 keeper,	 such	 as	 a	 friend	 or	 through	 the	 participation	 in	 a	




improve.	Small-scale	chicken	keeping	 is	usually	not	a	group	activity,	nor	does	 it	 create	







While	most	 small-scale	 chicken	 keepers	have	 some	knowledge	of	 chicken	breeds	 they	
gather	 through	 books	 and	 online,	 there	 are	 some	 additional	 and	 arguably	 more	
frequently-used	 terms	 and	 categories	 that	 mirror	 these	 other	 relationships	 and	
perspectives	 they	 have	 in	 the	 human-chicken	 relationships.	 While	 according	 to	 Ellen	
(2006,	6)	it	is	easy	to	ignore	“inconvenient	features	of	people’s	classifying	behaviour	which	
do	not	fit	the	expected	pattern”,	I	could	not	identify	one	coherent,	precise	classification	






according	 to	 their	 temperament	 in	 docile	 and	 flighty	 chickens.	 Other	 categories	 I	 will	




























encountered	 in	 conversation	 with	 small-scale	 chicken	 keepers	 and	 pedigree	 chicken	
keepers.	For	these	groups,	the	term	‘rare	breed’	has	a	different	meaning.	Rare	breeds	are	





































Wyandotte,	 one	 Lavender	 Araucana,	 one	 Lavender-Cuckoo	 Araucana,	 two	 Speckled	
Sussex	and	 two	Copper	Maran	hens.	Small-scale	chicken	keepers	would	 refer	 to	 these	
breeds	as	traditional,	rare	or	pure	breeds.	These	three	terms	have	in	other	contexts	of	
course	 very	 different	 meanings,	 but	 small-scale	 chicken	 keepers	 tend	 to	 use	 these	
expressions	interchangeably	(as	I	have	observed	online,	in	conversation	with	Shannon	and	
Jamie	 and	as	observed	on	websites	of	 breeder	who	offer	 ‘rare’	 breeds).	 Shannon	and	
Jamie	and	other	breeders	use	these	terms	when	referring	to	non-commercial	and	non-





















breeds	 safeguarded	 by	 the	 Rare	 Poultry	 Society	 are	 considered	 rare	 breeds.	 This	 is,	
however,	not	how	small-scale	chicken	keepers	in	practice	use	the	expression	rare	breed.		
When	chicken	keepers	mentioned	 in	 conversation	a	 rare	breed,	 they	essentially	never	







The	 term	 rare	 breed	 here	 signifies	 preciousness	 and	 higher	 value	 of	 non-commercial	






commercial	 settings.	 Yarwood	 and	 Evans	 (2000)	 and	Wilkie	 (2010)	wrote	 about	 these	
other	reasons	for	why	people	keep	rare	breeds	and	about	the	creation	of	a	niche	market	
for	rare	livestock	breeds.	As	Holloway	(2001)	notes,	“the	value	of	any	individual	animal,	
or	species	of	domestic	animal,	can	[…]	be	geographically	variable”	 (2001,	295).	 	This	 is	
displayed	 in	 the	 example	 of	 rare	 breeds.	 While	 rare	 chicken	 breeds,	 hitherto	 non-
commercial	breeds,	are	not	of	 interest	 for	the	 intensive	production	of	eggs	or	meat	 in	
commercial	settings,	Yarwood	and	Evans	(2000)	discuss	three	ways	of	how	rare	livestock	













by	 on-farm	 diversification	 and	 by	 new	 environmental	 regulation	 and	 governmental	




(2000)	approach	 to	discuss	 the	place	of	 rare	chicken	breeds	 in	 the	 small-scale	chicken	
keeping	culture.	
	
Yarwood	 and	 Evans	 (2000)	 post-productivistic	 paradigm	 claims	 that	 after	 years	 of	
















valuable	characteristics	 the	diverse	 forms	of	grazing	behaviour	 in	 rare	 livestock	






examples	 of	 how	 chicken	 keepers	 and	 consumers	 value	 rare	 breed	 products	 and	












common	 than	 selectively	bred	and	highly	productive	 commercial	 breeds,	 they	 are	not	
considered	 rare	 (in	 the	 sense	 that	 they	 are	 protected	 by	 the	 Rare	 Poultry	 Society)	 or	
endangered.	 Nevertheless,	 Shannon	 and	 Jamie	 refer	 to	 themselves	 as	 rare	 chicken	
breeders	and	market	their	eggs	as	rare	breed	eggs	on	the	weekly	town	market.	On	the	





















it	 in	her	garden,	but	also	because	 they	were	“rare	breeds”	 (quote	Holly)	and	 that	 this	
contributed	to	the	difference	in	texture	and	taste.		
	










































eggs	 that	 had	 unusual	 eggshell	 colours	 (chocolate	 brown	 and	 blue	 shades),	 which	
indicated	that	colourful	eggs	became	increasingly	popular	among	consumers.	Besides	the	




The	 conservation	 aspect	 of	 protecting	 rare	 breeds	 and	 with	 it	 possibly	 valuable	
characteristics	 is	 the	 third	 notion	 of	 the	 post-productivistic	 paradigm	 discussed	 by	
Yarwood	and	Evans	(2000).	This	hidden	value	of	rare	breeds	was	also	noted	by	Alderson	







maximising	productivity	 leads	 to	 the	extinction	of	non-commercial	breeds	of	domestic	
livestock.	 This	 loss	 of	 non-commercial	 breeds	 creates	 a	 potential	 irretrievable	 loss	 of	
valuable	genetic	material	and	characteristics.		
	
An	example	of	a	value	characteristic	 in	a	 rare	breed	of	 chickens	was	given	by	Mark,	a	
smallholder	with	whom	 I	 stayed	with	 for	 several	days.	Mark,	who	 is	passionate	about	
chicken	keeping,	told	me	about	the	diverse	foraging	behaviour	he	observes	in	his	mixed	
(a	 variety	 of	 different	 breeds)	 flock.	 He	 believes	 that	 rare	 breeds	 of	 chickens	 show	 a	
different	 scratching	and	pecking	behaviour	 compared	with	 commercial	 chicken	breeds	





breeds	 which	 can	 be	 raised	 for	 both	 eggs	 and	meat	 are	 referred	 to	 as	 dual-purpose	
chickens	(Beebe	2016).	These	birds	are	usually	bigger,	heavier	and	put	on	weight	more	
easily	 than	 other	 breeds,	 which	 “makes	 the	 culling	 worth	 the	 effort”	 as	 Shannon,	 a	





























In	 the	 following	 section	 I	 will	 highlight	 how	 the	 perceptions	 of	 rare	 breeds	 manifest	
themselves	on	the	website	of	Omlet,	a	company	specialized	in	poultry	keeping	products	
and	services.	I	will	discuss	Omlet	in	more	detail	in	chapter	4,	but	at	this	point	I	will	describe	
one	 function	 on	 Omlet’s	 website	 that	 allows	 chicken	 keepers	 to	 explore	 and	 find	








has	 a	 dedicated	 page	 for	 each	 popular	 chicken	 breed.	 On	 each	 breed’s	 page,	 a	 few	
paragraphs	on	the	history,	characteristic	behaviour	and	colour	variations	of	the	breed	are	



































according	 to	 their	 appearance,	 friendliness,	 hardiness,	 egg	 and	garden.	 The	 first	 three	
attributes	are	quite	self-explanatory	and	have	been	mentioned	before:	chicken	keepers	
are	encouraged	to	rate	how	attractive	the	appearance	of	the	birds	is,	whether	they	are	
friendly	 (or	 docile)	 and	whether	 they	 are	 able	 to	 sustain	 cold	 and	wet	weather.	 ‘Egg’	
stands	 for	 the	 egg	 laying	 productivity	 of	 the	 breed	 but	 could	 also	 partly	 refer	 to	 the	





These	 categories,	 created	 by	 Omlet,	 reflect	 the	 most	 valued	 attributes	 that	 chicken	
keepers	 seek	 in	 a	 chicken:	 pretty,	 tame,	 healthy,	 productive	 and	 ‘does	 not	 ruin	 your	
garden’.	The	perfect	“pet	with	benefits”	as	Sarah,	a	chicken	keeper	with	young	children	
who	only	recently	started	to	keep	chickens,	put	it.	Chicken	breeders	try	to	create	and	offer	




















small-scale	chicken	keepers	often	 ‘create’	 such	crossbreeds.	While	 some	consider	only	
selectively	 bred	 and	 highly	 productive	 commercial	 chickens	 to	 be	 hybrids,	 small-scale	
chicken	keepers	and	breeders	producing	for	the	small-scale	chicken	keeping	market	do	
not	always	make	a	distinction	between	those	two	different	kinds	of	crosses:	everything	
not	 considered	a	 rare	breed	 is	 referred	 to	as	hybrid	 (Omlet	n.d.-g;	Wilson	Rare	Breed	
Poultry	2016).	Therefore,	following	this	notion,	when	hybrid	chickens	are	mentioned	in	
this	 thesis,	 these	 are	 defined	 as	 chickens	 which	 are	 not	 considered	 a	 pure,	 rare	 or	
traditional	breed.		
	
As	 mentioned	 above,	 small-scale	 chicken	 keepers	 do	 not	 only	 value	 their	 chickens’	




temperament	 traits.	 Small-scale	 breeders	 therefore	 started	 to	 breed	 for	 these	
characteristics	when	they	breed	hybrids.	There	are	some	established	and	popular	hybrids	
that	get	 frequently	recreated	and	bred.	These	crosses	do	not	breed	true	meaning	that	
when	 crosses	 reproduce,	 their	 offspring	 will	 not	 have	 necessarily	 have	 a	 	 similar	
appearance	and	level	of	productivity	as	their	parents.	Therefore	breeders	who	want	to	
continue	breeding	the	same	kind	of	hybrid	have	to	begin	with	the	parent	stock	to	get	the	
same	 results.	 The	 parent	 stock	 stays	with	 the	 breeder	 for	 longer	 periods	 of	 times,	 in	
contrast	to	the	hybrids	which	are	usually	sold	to	other	keepers.	Small-scale	breeders,	who	
usually	produce	for	the	small-scale	chicken	keeping	market,	tend	to	assign	these	hybrids	



















Hybrids	 such	 as	 the	 Bluebell	 and	 the	 Skyline,	 are	 created	 by	 breeders,	 can	 vary	 in	
appearance,	are	often	considered	less	precious	compared	with	rare	breed	hens.	This	 is	
also	 reflected	 in	 the	market	price:	hybrid	 chickens	are	 substantially	 cheaper	 than	 rare	















































































What	 it	produces	 is	 the	victim.	On	the	other	hand,	dominance	may	be	combined	with	
affection,	and	what	it	produces	is	the	pet”.		Thus,	the	power	relations	in	the	human-pet	

























been	 providing	me	with	 valuable	 practical	 advice	 when	 setting	 up	 the	 Growhampton	




















They	 enjoyed	 observing	 and	 generally	 keeping	 chickens,	 but	 they	 had	 a	 different	
relationship	to	chickens	than	they	would	have	to	pet	animals.	
	
Irvine	 (2004)	 discussed	 different	 perspectives	 for	 understanding	 the	 human-pet	
relationship,	 with	 power	 and	 dominance	 being	 just	 one	 of	 them.	 Crucially	 for	 her	










mentioned	 that	we	 “might	 lose	 a	 few”	 and	 that	 this	 is	 part	 of	 the	process	 of	 keeping	







the	 relationship	 they	 have	 to	 their	 chickens	 can	 be	 categorized	 as	 human-companion	

















replace	 them	with	 new	 laying	 hens.	 In	 2005	 the	 British	 Hen	Welfare	 Trust	 (BHWT),	 a	
charity	originally	dedicated	to	educating	the	public	about	laying	hen	welfare,	established	
its	rehoming	initiative.	The	BHWT	started	collaborating	with	farmers	who	agreed	to	give	
their	unwanted	 laying	hens	 to	 the	charity	 instead	of	sending	 them	to	slaughter.	These	
hens	are	 referred	 to	as	ex-commercial	hens,	ex-battery	hens	 (also	 jokingly	ex-bats),	or	
rescue-hens.	After	 the	hens	 are	 rescued	 from	 the	 farms,	 they	 are	 kept	 temporarily	 at	








environments.	 As	 stated	 on	 BHWT’s	 website,	 hens	 that	 have	 been	 kept	 in	 caged	
environments	are	the	small-scale	chicken	keepers	preferred	kind	of	ex-bats.	Small-scale	
chicken	keepers	seem	to	find	the	experience	of	offering	a	better	 life	to	animals,	which	






































than	 72	 weeks,	 these	 charities	 indirectly	 support	 the	 currently	 unsustainable	 system.	
According	to	Shannon,	egg	companies	will	be	forced	to	find	a	more	sustainable	solution	













much	 time	and	opportunity	 to	 get	 to	 know	 the	 individual	 animal.	 I	 observed	a	 similar	
distinction	made	in	relation	to	chickens	when	I	stayed	with	Shannon	and	Jamie	on	their	
smallholding.	Shannon	and	Jamie,	who	breed	chickens	on	a	small-scale	and	sell	them	to	
















(see	Figure	12).	 Through	 their	 living	 room	window	 they	observe	 the	 chickens	 roaming	
freely	in	their	garden.	They	seem	to	be	attached	to	“their	chickens”	and	have	named	a	
few	of	them,	even	though	they	explained	to	me	that	they	usually	do	not	tend	to	name	








































breeding	 stock	 compared	with	 their	 offspring	 hatched	 in	 the	 incubator.	 Shannon	 and	
Jamie	 do	 not	 refer	 to	 their	 breeding	 stock	 as	 pets,	 but	 they	 perceive	 themselves	 as	
smallholders	with	livestock	(chickens	and	in	the	past	rabbits,	which	they	reared	for	meat,	






briefly	 described	 in	 the	 Introduction.	 The	 four	 types	 are	 livestock	 as	 stock	 pet,	 as	
productive	animal,	as	consumptive	animal	and	as	commodity	animal	 in	order	of	strong	




chick	 with	 the	 adoptive	 mother”	 –	 they	 refer	 to	 individuals	 and	 not	 just	 a	 group	 of	
chickens).	The	chickens,	which	Shannon	and	Jamie	raise	to	be	sold,	the	offspring	category	
of	chickens	best	corresponds	to	the	consumptive	animal	type	of	relationship.	Individuals	









interests	 of	 the	 group	who	 uses	 the	 classification.	 Rather	 than	 focusing	 only	 on	 their	
productive	properties	as	producers	of	food	as	the	commercial	farming	sector	does,	their	
conformity	to	breed	standards	and	aesthetics	as	valued	by	pedigree	breeders,	or	even	
























these	 terms	 (Bowker	 &	 Star	 2000).	 On	 closer	 inspection	 some	 of	 the	 terms	 used	 by	







































Categories	 are	 those	 entities	which	 the	 human	mind	 creates	 in	 order	 to	make	



































































small-scale	 breeders.	 Breeding	 stock	 are	 keep	 for	 longer	 periods	 of	 times	 giving	 the	
keepers	more	opportunities	 to	 engage	with	 them	and	 to	perceive	 them	as	 individuals	
(which	 they	 sometimes	 name).	 The	 offspring	 of	 the	 breeding	 stock	 are	 considered	






sector,	 chickens	 are	 appreciated	 by	 small-scale	 keeper	 in	 diverse	ways,	 with	 at	 times	
simultaneous	 focus	 on	 their	 productive	 qualities,	 their	 aesthetics,	 and	 their	 individual	
characters.		
	
In	 the	 next	 chapter	 I	 will	 explore	 the	 infrastructures	 and	 material	 culture	 of	 chicken	
keeping,	which	I	refer	to	as	‘the	architecture’	of	chicken	keeping.	I	will	describe	the	diverse	


















objects	which	 are	 not	 directly	 used	 for	 the	 chickens	 but	 are	 related	 to	 the	 activity	 of	





The	 academic	 literature	 on	 material	 culture	 is	 vast,	 from	 the	 earliest	 archaeological	
studies	 to	 the	 most	 recent	 explorations	 of	 its	 significances	 through	 the	 lenses	 of	
postmodern	cultural	studies.	Here	I	will	focus	on	one	particular	area	from	the	wide	field	
of	material	 culture	 studies,	 that	 of	 consumption.	 Consumer	 and	 consumption	 studies	
were	initially	based	on	research	surrounding	economic	and	productivistic	theories,	such	
as	those,	in	the	1950s	based	on	the	works	by	Marx.		Influenced	by	the	material	turn	of	the	










diversity	 of	 consumption	 patterns	 and	 practices,	 such	 as	 the	 analysis	 of	 fashion	 and	



























keepers	 use	 and	 believe	 that	 they	 need	 for	 this	 activity.	 There	 are	 many	 lists	 of	 the	
essential	equipment	which	experienced	chicken	keepers	create	and	publish	online	in	blogs	
and	articles	and	 in	 self-authored	chicken	keeping	manuals	 that	 I	was	given	by	 chicken	

























the	purchase	of	 a	 house	 is	 often	 the	 first	 step	 a	 novice	 chicken	 keeper	 takes	 [see	 for	
example	The	Guardian	 article	 ‘choosing	a	chicken	coop’	 (Cawthray	2011)].	The	kind	of	
chicken	 house	 people	 choose	 depends	 on	 their	 requirements	 (e.g.	 small	 garden	 with	
vegetable	beds,	which	does	not	allow	free-roaming	chickens	and	makes	a	larger	chicken	
house	 necessary)	 and	 what	 kind	 of	 attitudes	 they	 have	 towards	 their	 chickens.	 As	



































and	vegetable	patches	 is	often	an	equally	 important	 incentive	 for	keepers	 to	 invest	 in	
housing	and	fencing	for	their	chickens.		
	
There	 is	 a	wide	 choice	of	 chicken	houses	 available,	 as	diverse	as	 the	 chicken	keepers’	
relationships	towards	their	chickens.	There	are	chicken	houses,	which	besides	serving	the	

















long	 tradition.	 She	 features	 in	 her	 books	 descriptions	 and	 photographs	 of	 elaborate	
poultry	housing,	including	a	self-proclaimed	Egyptian	stone	pyramid	for	poultry	at	Tong	in	
Shropshire	built	in	1842.	The	book	also	includes	the	first	egg	battery	farm,	Kings	Langley,	
in	 Hertfordshire	 that	 was	 finished	 in	 1932	 and,	 unlike	 most	 modern	 battery	 farms,	
provided	 the	hens	with	good	welfare	conditions.	This	 first	battery	 farm	 included	“‘sun	
parlours’	–	large	cages	protruding	from	the	building	–	in	which	the	White	Leghorns,	with	
plenty	of	space	to	strut,	could	enjoy	‘clement	weather’”	(Lambton	2011,	41).	The	Kings	




Similarly,	 the	 chicken	 palaces	 that	 are	 offered	 by	 companies	 today	 consider	 the	 basic	
needs	of	chickens	such	as	 those	of	perching	when	asleep	and	 laying	 in	dark	protected	





















on	 their	website	 (Nogg	 n.d.).	 This	 clearly	 indicates	 that	 it	 does	 not	 fulfil	 primarily	 the	
function	of	housing	animals	but	as	a	decorative	garden	“furniture”	which	results	in	free,	
fresh	food	–	the	human	needs	and	desires	are	the	primary	concern.	The	fact	that	the	Nogg	
























eggs	next	 to	 it	and	a	space	they	can	use	when	awake,	which	 is	usually	on	the	ground,	
giving	 them	 the	opportunity	 to	 scratch	 and	dig.	 The	 ark	 promises	 that	 it	 provides	 the	
chickens	with	everything	they	need	in	a	single	purchase.		
	






















towards	 their	 chickens.	 According	 to	 ‘Welfare	 of	 Farmed	Animals	 Regulations	 2007’	 a	
maximum	of	nine	hens	can	be	kept	per	square	metre	of	useable	area.	The	enclosures	and	
houses	 offered	by	 the	 chicken	 coop	 companies	mentioned	 above	 certainly	 fulfil	 these	









A	 much-discussed	 topic	 in	 chicken	 keeping	 online	 forums,	 in	 chicken	 keeping	 books,	
magazines	 and	 in	 personal	 conversations	 with	 chicken	 keepers,	 is	 the	 protection	 of	
chickens	from	predators	–	especially	“from	sly	Mr	Fox”	(Raymond	2014).	Foxes	are	the	
























the	 early	morning	 and	 close	 the	 door	 shortly	 after	 sunset,	 replacing	 the	 need	 to	 the	
chicken	 keepers	 to	 get	 up	 early	 and	 remember	 to	 lock	 them	 up	 (also	 referred	 to	 as	
“putting	 them	 to	 bed”	 by	 Alice)	 in	 time.	 Some	 chicken	 keepers	 consider	 completely	














hours	 as	 possible.	 Even	 keepers	 with	 strict	 routines	 sometimes	 loose	 chickens	 to	 a	
predator.	 People	 who	 lost	 chickens	 to	 a	 fox	 or	 other	 predator	 and	 who	 are	 active	
Facebook	group	members	 tend	 to	 create	posts	 grieving	 for	 their	 chickens.	When	 they	
grieve	 for	 chickens	 they	 sometimes	 refer	 to	 them	 going	 to	 the	 “rainbow	 bridge”,	 pet	


























that	 predators	might	 “take	 a	 few”	 at	 one	 point	 and	 does	 not	 take	 as	meticulous	 fox-
proofing	measures	to	prevent	these	attacks.	Luis	for	example,	keeps	hens	of	laying	breeds	



















and	 their	 products	 and	 the	 company	 takes	 a	 special	 place	 in	 today’s	 chicken	 keeping	




So	 far,	 in	 this	 and	 previous	 chapters,	 I	 have	 stated	 that	 the	 modern	 way	 of	 keeping	
chickens	 in	 the	 UK	 has	 created	 (and	 to	 some	 level	 was	 created	 by)	 a	 new	 consumer	
market.	There	is	a	demand	for	consumer	goods	related	to	chicken	keeping	and	there	are	
numerous	companies	in	the	UK	and	other	countries,	especially	the	US,	who	offer	products	
for	 small-scale	 chicken	 keepers	 eager	 to	purchase.	 This	 did	 not	 remain	unnoticed	 and	
Squier	 (2011),	 Bettany	 and	 Kerrane	 (2011),	 Potts	 (2012)	 and	 Mullin	 (2013)	 have	
questioned	whether	the	modern,	often	urban	chicken	keeping	trend	is	an	extension	of	












numbers	 of	 small-scale	 chicken	 keepers	 in	 the	 UK.	 Their	 first	 product,	 the	 Eglu,	 was	
developed	by	design	graduates	of	the	Royal	College	of	the	Arts	in	London.	They	designed	






























































which	 some	 chicken	 keepers	 deem	 to	 be	 unnecessary	 (online	 discussions,	 Simon,	 in	
conversations	with	people	at	 the	community	 farm	 I	 stayed	at)	 such	as	a	 chicken	high-
visibility	vest	(see	Figure	25)	or	a	heat	pad	for	“chilly	nights”	as	some	chicken	keepers	are	
thought	 to	need	 “eggstra	 reassurance	 to	 give	 you	peace	of	mind”	 according	 to	Omlet		
(from	 the	 product	 description	 from	 Omlet’s	 website).	 The	 chicken	 swing	 is	 another	
product	which	I	discovered	at	several	chicken	keepers’	establishments	(such	as	Katie	and	
Holly)	and	which	has	the	purpose	to	provide	the	chickens	with	additional	exercise	and	














are	not	always	 for	 the	pleasure	of	pets.	 The	entertainment	of	 the	pet	 keeper	 is	often	
equally	 important.	 For	 example,	 the	 feed	ball	which	 rolls	when	pecked	 and	dispenses	
grains	or	 the	chicken	swing	are,	when	used	by	the	chickens,	amusing	to	watch	 for	 the	
chicken	keeper.	Holly	who	has	a	swing	for	her	chickens,	which	her	friend	made	for	her	and	
who	 also	 often	 purchases	 chicken	 treat	 sticks,	 said	 that	 she	 finds	 it	 entertaining	 and	
amusing	to	watch	her	hens	swing	or	play	with	the	food	toys	she	gives	to	them.	Similarly,	
Katie	 had	 a	 mirror	 placed	 in	 the	 chicken	 enclosure	 because	 she	 found	 it	 amusing	 to	
























“share	 your	 knowledge	 and	 love	 of	 chickens	 by	 uploading	 a	 photo	 of	 your	 chicken	 or	
leaving	a	review”	(see	Figure	27,	screenshot	of	Omlet	n.d.-c).	As	previously	discussed	in	
chapter	3,	Omlet	provides	chicken	keepers	with	the	opportunity	to	learn	about	breeds	of	


























and	 ways	 of	 participation	 and	 communication	 between	 chicken	 keepers	 can	 be	
considered	material	manifestations,	artefacts	of	the	culture	I	study	[this	notion	is	based	











sites	 directly	 targeted	 towards	 the	 small-scale	 chicken	 keeping	 market,	 and	 online	
newspaper	 articles	 and	 advice	 columns	 are	 all	 pieces	 that	 can	 tell	 us	more	 about	 the	




the	 online	 communication	 between	 chicken	 keepers.	 The	 virtual	 site	 gives	 us	 the	












I	 identified	 Facebook	 as	 one	 of	 the	most	 important	 platforms	 chicken	 keepers	 use	 to	
communicate	 with	 each	 other	 today.	 Seeking	 advice,	 selling	 used	 equipment	 and	
chickens,	 is	 equally	 important	 to	 the	 sharing	 of	 experiences	 and	 important	 moments	
connected	to	keeping	chickens	such	as	the	arrival	of	the	first	egg	or	the	loss	of	a	hen.	I	
have	 mentioned	 tensions	 people	 experience	 caused	 by	 differences	 in	 their	 attitudes	






















their	 posts	 are	 deleted	 by	 dedicated	 group	 moderators.	 Chicken	 keepers	 also	 share	
positive	events	 in	discussion	forums	and	in	Facebook	groups,	such	as	the	arrival	of	the	












she	was	not	 always	 interested	 in	 chickens	 in	 this	way.	Dora	 kept	 a	 few	hens	 and	one	






new	 friendship	 and	 chats	 about	 chickens	 with	 Catherine.	 Both	 of	 these	 factors	 led,	
according	to	Dora,	to	her	new	perspective	of	chickens	as	 individuals	of	 interest,	rather	
than	chickens	as	a	flock	and	commodity	to	be	sold.	Catherine	made	Dora	aware	of	the	














number	of	chickens	she	now	keeps	probably	 is	a	 reason	 for	her	shifting	attitudes,	 it	 is	








as	a	tool	 for	acquiring	practical	knowledge,	 feedback	and	 information	 in	place	of	a	vet	
visit.	Chicken	keepers	who	notice	strange	behaviour	in	their	chickens,	such	as	awkward	
movements	or	unfamiliar	sounds	often	take	short	videos	of	their	chickens	and	share	it	in	
those	 groups	 (videos	 and	pictures	 are	 shared	 and	 advice	 is	 given	 in	 all	 of	 the	 groups,	
independently	 of	 their	 general	 attitude	 towards	 chickens).	 Other	 symptoms	 are	 often	








































People	 use	 old	 garden	 sheds,	 old	 Wendy	 houses,	 but	 also	 repurpose	 compost	 bins,	
wooden	shipping	crates	or	old	wardrobes	[e.g.	as	described	in	Hollander	(2010)]	among	
other	 things.	 They	 have	 to	 invest	 time	 and	 resources	 to	 make	 these	 objects	 fit	 the	
requirements	 of	 a	 house	 for	 chickens	 (e.g.	 adding	 perches	 inside	 the	 house,	 creating	
access	for	the	chickens	to	the	area,	and	adding	some	ventilation	slots).	A	chicken	keeper	















money,	 but	 also	 takes	 an	 anti-consumerist	 stance,	wanting	 to	 avoid	 the	 consumption	
related	to	chicken	keeping.		
	
The	 repurposing	culture	among	chicken	keepers	 is	not	 just	 limited	 to	chicken	housing.	
Chicken	 keepers	 share	 ideas	 especially	 in	 the	 virtual	 space,	 related	 to	 other	 chicken	
keeping	 paraphernalia,	 such	 as	 nesting	 boxes	 (e.g.	 drawers),	 toys	 (e.g.	 CDs	 or	 plastic	
bottles,	 see	 e.g.	mirrors	 and	 chicken	 swing	 in	 Figures	 30),	 storage	 boxes	 (e.g.	 unused	














eventually	 to	 dangerous,	 deathly	 infections.	 Suprelorin	 impedes	 these	 hens	 from	
developing	eggs	and	therefore	improves	their	condition	in	the	long-term.	The	following	
comment	is	from	a	chicken	keeper	comforting	another	keeper	on	the	Omlet	advice	forum.	














The	 chicken	 did	 not	 only	 receive	 a	 hormone	 implant	 but	 also	 anaesthesia.	 Hormone	
implants	are	not	developed	nor	marketed	directly	for	individual	chickens,	as	Suprelorin	is	
for	 dogs.	 Ivermectin,	 a	 lice	 treatment	 for	 budgies	 and	 parrots	 is	 also	 used	 by	 chicken	
keepers	and	considered	one	of	the	most	effective	treatments,	but	means	that	the	hen’s	
eggs	should	not	be	consumed.	This	medication	is	developed	for	traditional	pets	but	using	




attitudes	 for	profit.	 In	addition	to	the	material	culture	discussed	above,	 the	use	of	pet	





for	 their	 chickens:	 drinkers	 and	 feeders	 are	 available	 in	 multiple	 different	 designs,	
depending	on	the	size	and	capacity	providing	feed	and	water	for	the	flock	for	several	days.	
Buckets,	 storage	 bins	 and	 boxes	 (containing	 feed,	 treats	 and	 wood	 shavings),	 garden	









On	 the	 other	 hand,	 there	 are	 also	 clinical	
objects,	 used	 for	 the	 health	 care	 of	 chickens	
which	 tell	 a	 different	 story	 of	 what	 chicken	
keeping	entails:	Purple	spray,		an	anti-pecking	
spray	 for	 deterring	 pecking	 by	 other	 hens;	
gasoline	and	Vaseline,	a	common	treatment	of	
the	 scaly	 legs	 condition	 caused	 by	 mites;	
Flubenvet,	 a	 dewormer	 that	 was	 frequently	
mentioned;	 Diatomeous	 earth	 for	 the	
treatment	of	 conditions	 caused	by	 lice	and	 red	mites;	 a	blowtorch	 to	exterminate	 red	
mites	in	the	chicken	house;	olive	oil	for	the	treatment	of	the	blocked	crop	condition	and	
cider	 vinegar	 a	 “general	 'pick-me-up'	 for	 chickens”	 (Totally-tack	 n.d.)	 and	which	many	
chicken	keepers	swear	by	(as	seen	with	Jill,	Dora,	Stephanie	and	many	more).		
	
During	my	 conversations	with	 Alice,	 the	 retired	 schoolteacher	 who	 has	 been	 keeping	

























from	sight	such	as	 in	a	storage	bin	 in	 the	case	of	medications	 for	poultry.	Some	 items	
related	 to	 chicken	 keeping	 are,	 however,	 kept	 indoors.	 Some	 of	 these	 objects	 have	 a	





sphere	 belonging	 to	what	 I	 categorise	 here	 as	memorabilia.	 Objects	 belonging	 to	 this	
category	seem	to	find	their	way	into	the	chicken	keeper’s	home	without	their	planning.	
This	 also	 applied	 to	 myself	 as	 I	 recently	 realised	 that	 I	 was	 surrounded	 by	 figurines,	













whenever	 she	 comes	 across	 it,	 she	 thinks	of	 her	 hen.	 Figure	 34	 shows	 several	 frames	
containing	 the	 photographs	 of	 chickens	 belonging	 to	 Catherine.	 	 Catherine,	 a	 50-year	
chicken	keeper	who	 lives	 in	a	 large	house	with	 lots	of	outdoor	space	 in	 rural	England,	
placed	these	photographs	in	memory	of	her	chickens	in	her	sitting	room,	with	the	dark	










and	often	keep	them	 inside	their	houses,	away	 from	the	chickens	 living	space	and	the	
daily	routines	related	to	the	care	of	these	animals.	They	do	not	necessarily	have	a	clear	






Among	 them	 are	 decorative	 items,	 drawings,	 or	 figurines	 depicting	 chickens.	 Other	
objects	serve	a	purpose,	but	also	feature	a	chicken	or	egg,	such	as	mugs,	table	clothes,	
aprons	and	teapots,	wall	calendars	(see	for	example	Figures	33,	39,	41-45,	48	and	49).	
These	 objects	 are	 categorised	 as	 memorabilia,	 because	 their	 purpose	 is	 not	 directly	
connected	to	the	activity	of	chicken	keeping,	as	it	is	the	case	with	for	example	eggcups.	













practice	 of	 reproducing	 human	 identity	 by	 relating	 to	 a	 specific	 human-animal	
relationship,	 such	 as	 Holloway	 (2001)	 exemplifies,	 dog-walkers	 and	 horse-riders.	 	 I	






















Chapter	 7	 I	 argue	 that	 chickens	 inevitably	 take	 a	 different	 place	 in	 their	 keepers	 lives	
compared	to	conventional	pets,	partly	due	to	the	physical	daily	separation.	The	chickens	
























consumer	 culture	 related	 to	 modern	 chicken	 keeping	 stands	 in	 contrast	 to	 the	 pro-
environmental	 and	 anti-consumerist	 attitudes	 chicken	 keepers	 often	 hold	 (Bettany	 &	
Kerrane	2011).	Mullin	(2013)	wonders	whether	the	modern	small-scale	chicken	keeping	
trend	is	merely	an	extension	of	consumer	capitalism.	While	Mullin	studied	the	US	chicken	














is	 the	 development	 of	 a	 consumer	 market	 focused	 especially	 on	 small-scale	 chicken	
keepers,	 including	materials	 for	 the	 care	 of	 chickens	 such	 as	 housing,	 but	 also	 items	









that	 there	 is	more	 to	 the	 recent	 trend	 of	 keeping	 chickens	 than	 the	 accumulation	 of	
consumer	 goods	 (which	 includes	 the	 actual	 chickens).	 Keeping	 chickens	 requires	
continuous	effort	and	dedication.	It	became	clear	that	interacting	and	living	with	chickens,	





large	 proportion	 of	 the	 estimated	 750,000	 households	 keeping	 chickens	 might	 have	
stopped	keeping	 chickens	after	 a	 short	while,	 the	 chicken	keepers	 I	 interviewed	often	
appreciated	 both	 the	 consumerist	 and	 non-consumerist	 aspects	 such	 as	 the	 close	















I	 described	 a	 diversity	 of	 chicken	 housing	 and	 enclosures	 that	 chicken	 keepers	 use	 to	
protect	 and	 secure	 their	 chickens.	 I	 have	 shown	 that	 the	 shape	 and	 kinds	 of	 chicken	
housing	do	not	only	reflect	what	chicken	keepers	believe	their	chickens	need	and	require	




















towards	 animals	 and	more	 generally	 the	 sustainability	 of	 food	 production	 and	 animal	
welfare.		
	
The	next	chapter,	 ‘Apprenticeship	 in	chicken	keeping’,	explores	how	keepers	 learn	and	













































































collected	 is	 partly	 autoethnographic	 because	 of	 my	 personal	 involvement	 and	
participation	in	the	project.	Furthermore,	the	chapter	is	based	on	material	from	my	virtual	








have	 various	ways	 of	 learning	 about	 the	 things	 one	 needs	 to	 keep	 them	 healthy	 and	
productive,	learning	to	understand	their	movements	and	sounds,	to	interpret	changes	in	
their	 behaviour,	 and	 even	 about	 how	 to	 slaughter	 them	 and	 prepare	 their	 meat	 for	
consumption.	It	became	evident	through	conversations	with	chicken	keepers,	because	of	








study	 of	 fishermen	 a	 learning	 concept,	 which	 I	 use	 to	 understand	 the	 ways	 chicken	
keepers	become	skilled.		
	
Palsson’s	 (1994)	 notion	 of	 ‘enskilment’	 is	 based	 on	 the	 relationship	 between	 the	
knowledgeable	expert	and	 the	apprentice,	 the	novice.	Palsson’s	 theory	 is	 informed	by	
theories	on	practical	knowledge	and	communities	of	practice	(Lave	&	Wenger	1991).	It	
stands	 in	 contrast	 to	 normative	 learning	 theories	 which	 presume	 a	 hierarchical	
relationship	 between	 teacher	 and	novice	 and	 acquisition	of	 knowledge	without	 active	
participation,	as	Palsson	(1994)	points	out:	“Learning	is	not	a	purely	cognitive	or	cerebral	
process,	a	mental	reflection	on	differences	in	time	and	space,	but	is	rather	grounded	in	
the	 contexts	 of	 practice,	 involvement	 and	 personal	 engagement”	 (Palsson	 1994,	 920).	
Together	with	the	Growhampton	team	(most	importantly	Teresa)	and	several	volunteers,	





aims	 as	 a	 food-sustainability	 project.	 The	 public	 nature	 of	 keeping	 chickens	 at	 an	











the	 autoethnographic	 character	 of	 this	 research	 site,	 it	 cannot	 be	 considered	 a	
representative	case	study	of	the	typical	small-scale	chicken	keeping	experience.	The	study	
of	the	Growhampton	chicken	project	does	however,	as	I	have	pointed	out	above,	enable	
me	 to	 illuminate	 aspects	 of	 the	 enskilment	 process	 of	 novice	 chicken	 keepers.	
Furthermore,	 the	 public	 nature	 of	 the	 Growhampton	 chicken	 project	 brought	 out	



















projects,	 leading	 to	 step-changes	 in	 pro-environmental	 behaviour	 across	 higher	
education”	(National	Union	of	Students	n.d.).		
	
In	 practice,	 Growhampton	 grows	 vegetables	 and	
keeps	chickens	and	bees	on	campus	with	the	help	of	




the	 food	 growing	 aspect	 of	 Growhampton.	 Teresa	
Sheppard,	 the	 Growhampton	 manager	 and	 Joel	
Williams,	 the	growing	project	co-ordinator,	created	Growhampton	 in	September	2013.	
Both,	 Joel	and	Teresa	are	 in	 their	early	30s	and	enthusiastic	about	 inspiring	people	 to	
spend	 more	 time	 outdoors	 and	 teaching	 them	 about	 food	 sustainability.	 Teresa	 was	
responsible	 for	 planning	 and	 coordinating	 the	 overall	 activities	 and	 partnerships	 of	
Growhampton.	 Before	 her	 role	 at	 Growhampton,	 Teresa	 was	 involved	 in	 several	
education	projects.	 In	an	 interview	she	mentioned	that	she	 feels	 that	 the	main	thread	
through	all	 roles,	and	something	she	 really	enjoys	doing,	 is	 to	 inspire	people	 to	 spend	
more	time	outdoors	and	to	appreciate	nature	and	the	environment.	Joel	used	to	work	in	
the	commercial	farming	sector	as	a	soil	and	growing	expert.	A	year	before	Growhampton	











































organisation	 featured	 exclusively	 a	 chicken	 (see	 Figure	 50).	 Considering	 that	 chickens	
were	not	a	major	focus	of	Growhampton,	I	asked	Teresa	why	they	chose	it	to	represent	
the	 organisation.	 She	 expressed	 that	 they	 had	 also	 considered	 using	 plants	 for	









and	 we	 thought	 if	 we	 don’t	 get	 chickens	 it	 would	 be	 still	 that.	 I	 guess	 it	 was	
representation	of	farming.	It	is	quite	iconic.		
	
Joel	 told	me	 about	 his	 enthusiasm	 about	 the	 urban	 farming	movement.	 In	 the	 quote	
above	it	becomes	clear	that	Teresa	felt	inspired	by	the	urban	farming	movement	too	and	
that	 she	 believed	 that	 a	 chicken	 symbolises	 “urban	 farm”	 which	 they	 both	 wanted	
Growhampton	to	be.	At	a	later	point	Teresa	told	me	that	she	thought	that	“chickens	are	

















value	of	 the	 young	orchard	on	 campus,	which	 could	provide	 the	 chickens	with	 shade,	
insects	and	fallen	fruit.			
	
I	 researched	 several	 options	 for	 chicken	 houses,	 enclosures	 and	 other	 equipment.	
Growhampton	had	allocated	a	budget	of	£600	for	the	chicken	project	in	its	initial	grant	

















things,	 the	 fact	 that	 a	wooden	picket	 fence	 to	 give	 it	 a	 “more	 traditional	 feel”	 (quote	
Teresa)	was	chosen	instead	of	cheaper	chicken	wire	fence.	
	
The	University	of	Roehampton	 is	 located	only	minutes	 away	 from	Richmond	Park	 and	
foxes	 and	 badgers	 live	 on	 the	 University	 grounds,	 which	 made	 a	 strong	 enclosure	
necessary	(as	advised	by	Simon,	our	chicken	expert,	who	told	me	later	that	he	thought	
the	 chickens	would	not	 survive	 their	 first	 year,	due	 to	 the	high	number	of	predators).	








Lancaster	University’s	 Student	Union	also	 received	a	 Students’	Green	Fund	award	and	
used	the	grant	to	create	a	growing	project	and	to	get	chickens	on	the	university	grounds.	
They	chose	to	keep	ex-commercial	hens,	which	are	usually	around	70	weeks	of	age	and	









































after	 the	 second	 year.	 Rare	 breeds,	 which	 are	 less	 productive	 in	 their	 first	 year,	 will	
however	continue	to	lay	regularly	even	after	the	second	year	of	their	lives.	Therefore,	we	
agreed	that	the	more	sustainable	option	was	to	purchase	rare	breed	hens.	We	believed	
that	 the	diversity	 in	 appearance	of	 chicken	breeds	 could	potentially	have	an	engaging	
effect	 and	 attract	 student,	 staff	 and	 the	 local	 community	 volunteers	 for	 the	 project.	
Hybrid	 chicken	 breeds	 are	 often	 either	 of	 light	 brown	or	white	 colours,	 and	 of	 rather	
monotonous	 patterns,	 and	 Teresa	 felt	 that	 they	 therefore	 would	 only	 have	 a	 limited	
“novelty	factor”	(quote	Teresa)	as	people	were	more	likely	to	visually	know	these	breeds.		
	
Growhampton	would	 be	 later	 criticised	 for	 choosing	 colourful	 chicken	 breeds.	 A	 staff	






























as	 livestock	or	 deadstock	 in	 separate	 sections.	While	 the	deadstock	 section	 contained	





























hens	 that	 were	 active	 and	 awake,	 had	 bright	 red	 wattles	 and	 combs,	 silky	 and	 shiny	
feathers,	and	had	healthy	looking	feet.	After	this	pre-selection	of	lots	by	Simon,	we	had	a	











































are	 only	 chickens”	 and	 that	we	 should	 stop	 picking	 up	 and	 touching	 the	 chickens	 too	












Teresa,	 Teresa	 responded	 by	 explaining	 that	 commercial	 free-range	 hens	 had	 only	 a	








more	 than	 sufficient.	 We	 chose	 one	 of	 the	 largest	 enclosures	 available	 on	 the	
FlyteSoFancy	website	that	is	a	popular	poultry	equipment	company	(see	also	chapter	4	




recruiting	volunteers	 to	assist	with	 the	daily	 care	 routine.	 I	 initially	asked	 some	of	 the	
harvest	volunteers	who	had	become	my	friends	for	their	help	with	the	chickens,	but	they	
showed	little	interest	in	becoming	regular	chicken	volunteers	and	the	growing	project	and	







met	 and	 trained	 in	 taking	 care	 of	 the	 chickens.	 The	 chicken	 routine	 consisted	 of	 the	
















people	 to	perceive	 them	as	pets.	For	Growhampton,	 the	chickens	were	an	element	of	
their	food	education	programme	and	they	wanted	students	to	perceive	the	chickens	as	a	
source	 of	 food	 -	 as	 livestock.	 The	 eggs	 they	 produced	 were	 sold	 on	 the	 market	 and	








Growhampton	 project.	 Growhampton	 did	 not	 officially	 refer	 to	 their	 names	 on	 the	




















2013,	 location	1211).	 It	 is	 therefore	 common	practice	 to	discourage	a	hen	 from	being	
broody,	which	 is	more	often	referred	to	as	breaking	the	broodiness.	There	are	several	
established	methods	for	breaking	the	broodiness.	Omlet	(n.d.-e)	on	their	website	in	the	











































has	 also	 mentioned	 to	 me	 that	 for	 her	 it	 was	 easier	 to	 cull	 small	 chicks	 than	 grown	
cockerels	and	I	followed	her	advice.		The	second	breed	Teresa	chose	was	a	breed	that	laid	




chicken	 keepers	 online,	 in	 face-to-face	 conversation	 and	 also	 referred	 to	 in	 a	 Your	
Chickens	article	(Moore	2014b)].	I	was	advised	by	Simon	to	provide	this	maternity	ward	

























in	 the	 Growhampton	 office	 at	 the	
Roehampton	 Student	 Union.	 The	 Student	
Union	 staff	 and	 the	 harvest	 volunteers	
frequently	 peeked	 inside	 the	 incubator,	
checking	 the	 eggs	 and	 were	 generally	
excited	 because	 the	 incubator	 was	 a	
completely	 alien	 object	 in	 an	 office	
environment.	 One	 week	 after	 placing	 the	
eggs	in	the	incubator,	we	candled	them	for	
the	 first	 time.	 Candling	 is	 a	 method	 for	
monitoring	 the	development	of	 embryos	 inside	 the	eggs	by	placing	a	 generic	 torch	or	
candler	(a	light	specifically	manufactured	for	this	purpose)	on	the	egg	to	see	through	the	
































For	 the	 next	 two	weeks	we	 kept	 and	 raised	 them	 in	 the	 student	 union	 building.	 Two	
harvest	 volunteers	 named	 the	 chicks	 on	 the	 day	 they	 hatched	 and	 became	 quickly	
attached	to	them.	They	were	eager	to	keep	them	in	their	homes	and	kept	them	for	weeks	
in	 their	 living	 room	before	we	released	 them	 in	 the	chicken	enclosure	 to	 live	with	 the	
flock.	 Simon	 sexed	 the	 two	 Buff	 Orpington	 chicks	when	 they	were	 20	weeks	 old.	We	
















be	 slaughtered	 to	produce	meat.	Due	 to	 this	 food	education	agenda,	even	 though	we	





















openly	 told	about	the	possibility	of	 them	going	to	slaughter.	Most	people	reacted	 in	a	
positive	manner	and	showed	curiosity	in	how	and	when	we	were	planning	to	do	it.	We	







































Ten	volunteers	 responded	 to	 this	email,	more	 than	 to	any	other	email	we	 sent	 to	 the	
















































the	 process	 of	 it.	 Simon	 reassured	me	when	 I	was	worried	 about	 the	 hens	 being	 too	
exposed	to	the	storm	and	it	was	Simon	who	helped	us	with	the	crucial	decisions	during	
the	 from-egg-to-dead	 mission.	 The	 virtual	 site	 provided	 the	 second	 important	 expert	
source.	 Facebook	 groups	 and	 blogs	 with	 a	 focus	 on	 chicken	 keeping	 often	 included	
comments,	 pictures	 and	 videos	 of	 people	who	 shared	 our	 issues	 and	 asked	 the	 same	
questions	we	were	looking	answers	for.	The	experiences	of	others	and	the	feedback	they	
received	by	more	experienced	chicken	keepers	helped	us	to	learn.	Instructional	videos	on	


















they	 express	 by	 opening	 their	 beaks,	 similarly	 to	 dogs	 when	 they	 are	 too	 hot.	
















































The	 Growhampton	 chicken	 project	 enabled	 me	 to	 explore	 the	 enskilment	 processes	




























This	 chapter	 examines	 sensual	 ways	 keepers	 experience	 the	 engagements	 with	 their	
chickens	and	the	importance	of	the	human	senses	in	the	process	of	keeping	chickens.	It	is	
based	on	literature	from	Atkins	(1977),	Douglas	(1978),	Berger	(1980),	Philo	(1995),	Stoller	
(1997),	 Marvin	 (2005)	 and	 Howes	 (2010).	 The	 empirical	 material	 is	 derived	 from	
observations	of	 and	 interviews	with	Andy,	Dora,	Mark,	 Katie,	Alice,	 Sue,	 Shannon	and	
Jamie,	 Simon	and	my	experiences	at	Growhampton	and	as	 volunteer	at	 a	 London	city	
farm.	 I	 chose	 to	 analyse	 my	 material	 in	 this	 chapter	 by	 adopting	 an	 approach	 that	
considers	the	experiences	that	chicken	keepers	make	with	all	their	senses	in	contact	with	
the	 chickens.	 I	 will	 explore	 how	 chicken	 keepers	 experience	 this	 human-animal	
relationship	with	their	senses	of	smell,	taste,	hearing,	touch	and	their	visual	sense.				
	
Researchers	 in	 anthropology,	 human	 geography,	 history	 and	 sociology	 have	 been	






“so-called	 lower	 senses	 [smell,	 taste,	 hearing	 and	 touch],	 have,	 by	 contrast	 been	
underrepresented	and	under-theorized	in	contemporary	scholarship”	(Howes	2005,	XII).		










consideration	 of	 senses	 and	 sensescapes	 (Porteous	 2006)	 and	with	 it	 the	 concepts	 of	
landscape,	 smellscape,	 soundscape,	 tastescape	 and	 the	 geography	 of	 touch	 became	
useful	 concepts	 that	 enable	 us	 to	 study	 how	 people	 perceive	 a	 specific	 environment.	
Howes	 (2005,	 143)	 defines	 sensescape	 as	 “the	 idea	 that	 the	 experience	 of	 the	
environment	 and	 of	 the	 other	 person	 and	 things	 which	 inhabit	 the	 environment,	 is	
produced	by	a	particular	mode	of	distinguishing,	valuing	and	combining	the	senses	in	the	
culture	under	study”.		‘Scape’	signifies	here	the	place-relatedness	and	spatial	order	of	the	
perceived	 sensuous	 experiences,	 which	 Porteous	 (2006)	 calls	 sensuous	 geography.	 In	
practice	this	means	that	sensescapes	of	types	of	places,	such	as	the	countryside	or	urban	
environments	 can	 have	 very	 different	 sensory-informed	 signatures,	 while	 when	
comparing	similar	places,	such	as	comparing	rural	English	areas	with	other	rural	English	
areas	 these	 signatures	 can	 have	 similar	 features.	 Agapito	 et	 al.	 (2014)	 explores	 the	
sensuous	experiences	of	tourists	in	Southwest	Portugal	and	identified	several	themes	and	














Modern	 western	 societies	 have	 an	 “imaginative	 geography	 of	 animals”	 as	 Philo	 and	
Wilbert	(2000,	11)	phrased	it,	where	particular	kinds	of	animals	are	thought	to	belong	to	














Atkins	 (1977)	 and	 Philo	 (1995)	 discuss	 this	 changing	 perceived	 appropriateness	 of	



















By	 the	 mid-nineteenth	 century	 the	 first	 by-laws	 regulating	 animals	 in	 cities,	 were	
introduced.	They	regulated	infrastructure	necessary	for	keeping	large	livestock,	especially	
targeted	towards	regulating	the	presence	of	cows	in	London	such	as	ventilation,	lighting	
and	 drainage	 regulations	 (Atkins	 1977).	 Besides	 these	 new	 regulations,	 public	 opinion	
shifted	to	consider	animal	husbandry	in	cities	a	problem	and	a	risk.	Philo’s	(1995)	analysis	
of	accounts	of	public	debates	and	 issues	 that	were	 triggered	by	 livestock	 in	 the	cities,	
specifically	focusing	on	Smithfield	market,	a	livestock	market.	He	bases	his	discussion	on	
the	accounts	of	urban	dwellers	such	as	shop	owners,	policemen,	but	also	on	the	reports	


























The	 second	 concern	 over	 livestock	 in	 urban	 environments	 was	 based	 on	 the	 fear	 of	
diseases	caused	by	the	presence	of	livestock	and	slaughterhouses	that	were	sources	of	







connection	 between	 bad	 odours	 to	 disease	 is	 expressed	 according	 to	 Curtis	 (2013)	 in	
finding	things	disgusting.	According	to	her	parasite	avoidance	theory	(PAT)	disgust	is	an	
evolved	 adaptive	 system	 for	 the	 protection	 from	 possible	 sources	 of	 diseases.	 She	
















have	explicitly	and	 implicitly	 treated	natural	world	and	human	spheres	as	 two	entirely	
















In	 the	 following	 sections	 I	will	 present	my	 ethnographic	material	 and	discuss	 it	 in	 the	
context	 of	 the	 concepts	 introduced	 above.	 I	 will	 discuss	 the	 sensuous	 experiences	 of	















































table,	 kettle	 and	 cupboards	 filled	 with	 cups	 and	 plates	 with	 rural	 themed	 imagery	
including	 several	 cups	 with	 pictures	 of	 chickens	 on	 them.	 After	 she	 led	 me	 to	 her	
allotment,	we	first	sat	down	at	a	table	on	the	small	patio	of	her	garden	shed,	drank	a	cup	
of	tea	and	ate	a	piece	of	home-baked	cake	she	brought	with	her	from	her	home.	Holly	













than	 exchanging	 it	 all,	 she	 can	 save	 a	 lot	 of	 money	 and	 still	 protect	 the	 immediate	
environment	from	bad	odour,	preventing	possible	issues	with	other	allotment	gardeners.		
	
Holly	 completely	 replaces	 the	 bedding	 material	 once	 every	 week.	 The	 house	 of	 the	
Growhampton	chickens	is	also	mucked	out,	point	cleaned	(meaning	picking	out	the	large	






I	 started	 to	 notice	 the	 complete	 lack	 of	 chicken	 faeces	 in	 the	 chicken	 house	 and	 the	
tidiness	of	the	general	state	of	the	chicken	area	in	homes	with	small	flocks	of	chickens.	
After	mentioning	my	surprise	to	some	chicken	keepers	I	visited,	including	Holly	and	Amy,	
they	 disclosed	 that	 they	 had	 cleaned	 the	 chicken	 area	 prior	 to	my	 arrival.	 As	 Alice,	 a	




















I	experienced	a	similar	 situation	when	 I	visited	 Jill.	 Jill	 is	 in	her	 late	 thirties,	a	 full-time	
researcher	 and	 whilst	 she	 has	 lived	 for	 some	 years	 in	 a	 city,	 she	 grew	 up	 in	 a	 rural	
environment.	She	recently	bought	a	house	together	with	her	partner	in	a	small	village	in	




me	wanting	 to	 see	 the	 inside	 of	 the	 chicken	 house,	 and	 told	me	 that	 it	 is	 too	messy	























also	settled	with	her	small	 family	and	not	 far	 from	her	mother	who	runs	a	small	plant	
nursery	business.	Shannon	and	Jamie	spend	their	days	performing	tasks	both	indoors	and	




















would	 rather	be	based	on	Douglas	 (1978),	 according	 to	whom	dirt	 and	uncleanness	 is	
simply	 a	 by-product	 of	 the	 systematic	 ordering	 of	 matter.	 According	 to	 my	 urban	
experiences,	chicken	faeces,	grass	and	soil	are	matter	that	should	remain	outdoors	and	
therefore	when	I	was	exposed	to	an	environment	where	this	pattern	was	not	followed,	it	




her	 chickens	as	 “vandals”	 (Shooter	2011)	 as	 they	 frequently	 vandalise	her	 garden	and	
flowers.	
	
I	 observed	 and	 documented	 differences	 in	 the	 tolerances	 towards	 accepting	 faeces,	




















but	 can	 be	 in	 part	 also	 explained	 by	 Douglas’s	 (1978)	 theory	 on	 dirt	 and	 taboos.	 I	
encountered	two	chicken	keepers	who	chose	to	not	eat	the	eggs	their	hens	laid,	but	who	
buy	eggs	for	consumption	from	supermarkets	instead.	I	met	these	chicken	keepers,	Alice’s	
daughter,	who	 I	 have	 also	mentioned	 above	 and	Catherine,	who	 I	 have	mentioned	 in	













































were	not	 experiences	 in	 connection	 to	 the	 eggs,	 but	 to	 the	meat	of	 the	 cockerels	we	
culled.	They	told	me	that	they	were	disgusted	by	this	home-raised	meat.	Alice’s	daughter,	





















Eating	something	that	has	been	created	by	her	pets	 feels	 repulsive	 to	her.	Catherine’s	
choice	for	not	eating	her	hens’	eggs	and	her	disgust	has	a	different	root	from	the	disgust	
which	I	described	above.	Yet	both	behaviours	can	be	explained	with	Douglas	(1978)	‘out	





takes	an	ambiguous	position	when	accepted	as	producer	of	 food	and	 pet	blurring	 the	

































online	 communities.	 In	 response	 to	 the	 insecurity	 of	 novice	 chicken	 keepers,	 more	
experienced	 chicken	 keepers	 started	 creating	 “poo	 charts”.	 The	 chicken	 and	 poultry	
section	of	 the	discussion	 and	 advice	 forum	 ‘chat.allotment-garden.org’	 features	 a	 poo	
chart	that	has	been	created	using	photo	submissions	by	users	of	this	forums.	It	includes	































vinegar	 and	 rosemary	 and	 the	 smell	 of	 that	 instantly	 makes	 me	 think	 of	 the	
chickens!	The	best	example	of	this	emotional	response	is	probably	from	the	smell	




According	 to	Drobnick	 (2006,	1),	 smells,	and	memory	and	emotion	are	closely	 related:	
“odors	 are	 unmatched	 in	 catalysing	 the	 evocation	 of	 distant	 memories	 and	 places”.	





favourite	odours	and	 identify	memories	associated	with	 these	 smells	 in	 their	 research	
journals.	One	participant	vividly	describes	her	favourite	odour	that	is	the	smell	of	her	skin	
after	 a	 hot	 day	 at	 a	 lake	 in	 the	 summer.	 She	 says	 that	 it	 “represents	 happy	 fun	 filled	
summers	that	seemed	to	go	on	for	ever,	holidays	spent	at	my	grandparent	home	[…]	and	
fun	with	friends	at	the	local	lakes”	(Waskul	et	al.	2009,	12).	Waskul	et	al.	refer	to	these	
idealised,	 nostalgic	memories	 in	 connection	with	 sensuous	 experiences	 as	 products	 of	





hatched	 chicks	 with	 memories	 of	 situations	 and	 people	 are	 all	 the	 products	 of	 what	
Waskul	et	al.	(2009,	11)	refer	to	as	‘sense-making	idealizing	activity’.	Continuing	with	the	
activities	of	chicken	keeping	and	with	the	associated	smells	evokes	emotions	and	feelings	
in	 Luis	 and	 Stephanie,	which	 are	 based	on	 their	 (idealised)	 experiences	 of	 past	 times.	

























of	 the	 chicken	 keeper	 but	 also	 on	 the	 breed	 (large	 fowl,	 bantam),	 character	 category	
(docile	or	flighty)	and	if	the	chicken	has	been	handled	by	people	occasionally,	according	
to	 the	 farmyard	 manager	 at	 the	 city	 farm	 I	 volunteered	 at.	 During	 my	 weeks	 of	
volunteering	at	city	farms,	I	was	taught	and	could	observe	others	being	taught	to	pick	up,	
carry	 and	 hold	 chickens	 and	 chicks.	 Before	 I	 started	 the	 PhD	 research	 I	 assumed	 that	
picking	up	a	chicken	would	require	only	minimal	experience,	but	even	though	I	spent	time	
with	 chickens	 during	 my	 childhood,	 I	 came	 to	 realise	 that	 novice	 chicken	 keepers	
(including	 myself)	 first	 have	 to	 develop	 a	 feeling	 for	 touching	 chickens.	 Initially,	 the	

























































you	know	their	anatomy,	because	 it	 is	 the	same	 like	yours.	With	mammals	you	
























and	 stroke	 her	 chickens	 and	 she	 enjoys	 touching	 the	 feathers	 of	 her	 hens	which	 she	
describes	as	“silky	and	soft”.	She	told	me	that	it	soothes	her	and	the	experience	of	keeping	
chickens	and	especially	stroking	and	petting	them	has	been	therapeutic.	When	she	holds	























of	 the	 feet	 for	 signs	 of	 diseases	 and	 making	 sure	 the	 weight	 of	 the	 chicken	 seems	
appropriate.	This	description	of	a	health	check	was	also	shared	by	Simon	and	in	several	
chicken	 keeping	 books	 and	 manuals	 (e.g.	 Dora’s	 chicken	 keeping	 manual	 which	 she	
created	 for	 the	 chicken	 keeping	 course	 she	 teaches	 and	by	Graham	 (2015),	 a	 popular	
chicken	 keeping	 advice	 book	 with	 the	 title	 “chicken	 keeper’s	 problem	 solver).	 These	











oesophagus	 and	 a	 place	where	 the	 first	 phase	 of	 digestion	 occurs,	 located	 below	 the	
chicken’s	neck.		
	
Stephanie,	 who	 created	 the	 artificial	 chicken	 faeces	 models	 that	 I	 introduced	 in	 the	
previous	section,	also	uses	several	handmade	props	to	teach	chicken	keepers	what	they	
will	feel	when	they	examine	the	crop	of	a	chicken.	Stephanie	worked	for	several	months	








water,	another	one	with	 flour,	and	yet	others	with	a	mix	of	grains	and	 little	 stones.	A	














to	 imagine	we	are	holding	an	avocado	 to	 teach	us	about	how	 to	hold	a	 chicken.	Both	




















active	 and	 focused	 mode	 of	 regarding	 an	 animal	 with	 a	 higher	 degree	 of	 attention.	
‘Watching’	 is	 the	 active,	 interested	 and	 focused	 viewing	 of	 an	 animal.	Marvin	 (2005)	





















between	 the	 chickens	 she	 keeps.	 She	was	 especially	 concerned	 about	 Adrian,	 a	 Silkie	
bantam	cockerel	(a	small	bird	compared	to	the	rest	of	her	flock),	who	was	“heartbroken”	
after	 his	 companion,	 a	 Silkie	 hen,	 died	 suddenly.	 When	 Adrian	 became	 increasingly	
unwell,	 Catherine	 decided	 to	 take	 the	 cockerel	 to	 the	 local	 veterinarian.	 When	 she	
returned	the	cockerel	to	the	flock	only	hours	later,	the	flock	started	to	bully	Adrian	and	















the	 behaviour	 of	 chickens	 by	 Catherine.	 Catherine	 paid	 attention	 to	 the	 relationships	








watching	 and	 living	 alongside	 chickens	 that	 have	 their	 own	 routines	 and	 lives	
independently	from	their	humans	has	been	a	reoccurring	theme	when	talking	to	chicken	
keepers.	 Dora,	 a	 chicken	 keeper	 and	 (intermittently)	 breeder	 has	 never	 been	without	
















loneliness”	 (Equal	 arts	 n.d.).	 Furthermore	 several	 prisons	 in	 the	 UK	 started	 a	 chicken	
keeping	initiative	putting	prisoners	in	charge	of	the	care	for	chickens	(BHWT	2011;	BBC	







day	 caring	 for	 her	 pet	 animals,	 including	her	 chickens,	 found	 that	 her	 chickens	 are	 so	
entertaining	to	watch	because	they	are	“inquisitive”,	“curious”	and	move	“full	of	purpose”	











The	 close	 observation	 and	 focused	 visual	 evaluation	 of	 chickens	 is	 also	 a	 tool	 for	
experienced	chicken	keepers	 to	assess	a	chicken’s	wellbeing	and	health.	Above,	 in	 the	



































Andy’s	 quote	 does	 not	 imply	 active	 purposeful	 watching	 of	 his	 chickens	 but	 rather	 a	
looking	 in	 the	direction	of	 the	chickens	when	he	encounters	 them.	The	observation	of	
behaviour	 and	 social	 structure	 are	 not	 the	 focus	 of	 his	 description	 but	 rather	 the	
acknowledgement	of	the	presence	of	movements	the	chickens	add	and	the	coincidental	
noticing	of	the	chickens	when	he	did	not	expect	to	see	them.	Besides	the	movement	and	













































































that	 it	would	 be	 hard	 to	 find	 a	 new	 “good	 home”	 for	 her	 hybrid	 cockerel	 considered	
putting	him	through	a	“decrowing”	procedure	to	“take	his	voice	out”.	This	procedure	does	
not	 seem	 to	be	a	 common	practice	 in	 the	UK	but	 references	 to	 it	 can	be	 found	more	



















again	 in	 the	morning.	This	 routine	avoids	any	crowing	 in	 the	early	morning	hours	 that	












When	 I	 kept	 chicks	 at	 my	 London	 one-bedroom	 flat	 for	 a	 few	 days	 (through	 the	
Growhampton	 chicken	 project,	 see	 Chapter	 5	 ‘Apprenticeship	 in	 chicken	 keeping’),	 I	
learned	to	truly	appreciate	how	much	the	soundscape	can	change	with	chickens	and	how	










In	 this	chapter	 I	have	described	 the	role	human	senses	play	 in	 the	practice	of	keeping	
chickens.	 Knowledgeable	 chicken	 keeper	will	 use	 their	 senses	 to	 assess	 their	 chickens	
health	such	as	feeling	for	the	chest	bone	to	identify	if	a	hen	is	too	thin	and	ill;	touching	
the	crop	and	determining	if	the	consistency	of	the	content	is	as	it	should	be	at	the	right	




sounds	 –	 these	 are	 all	 examples	 that	 require	 the	 skilled	 senses	 of	 chicken	 keepers.	
Grasseni	(2005)	discusses	in	her	ethnographic	study	of	the	cattle	breeding	culture	in	the	














used	 literature	 on	 sensuous	 ethnography	 and	 considered	 the	 importance	 of	 in	
anthropology	and	social	sciences	often	neglected	senses	(smell,	taste,	hearing	and	touch)	
in	 addition	 to	 the	 visual	 sense	 in	 the	 engagements	 between	 chickens	 and	 humans.	
Another	important	stream	of	literature	in	this	chapter,	specifically	in	the	section	on	smell	
and	taste,	were	concepts	from	the	field	of	animal	geography,	most	 importantly	for	my	
argument	 on	 the	 historic	 patterns	 of	 inclusion	 and	 exclusion	 of	 livestock	 from	 urban	
environments	included	in	the	work	by	Philo	(1995).	Philo	described	how	livestock	lived	
with	 humans	 in	 urban	 spaces	 until	 the	 mid-nineteenth	 century.	 With	 new	 ideas	 of	
orderliness	 in	 the	 city,	 space	 conflicts,	 and	 fear	 of	 illnesses,	 livestock	was	 increasingly	
perceived	as	inappropriate	and	urban	spaces	are	now	considered	purely	human	spheres.		
	





















are	 ‘muting	 mechanisms’	 as	 defined	 by	 Sabloff	 (2001,	 76),	 who	 states	 that	 “the	
‘bothersome’	vestiges	of	animal	being	are,	precisely,	‘inappropriate	elements’	that	must	
be	 rejected	 for	 the	pattern	of	 animal	 as	human	kin	 to	be	 sustained	and	 reproduced”.	















I	 used	 Marvin’s	 (2005)	 different	 ways	 of	 looking	 at	 animals	 to	 explore	 the	 visual	
engagements	 of	 keepers	 with	 chickens.	 Several	 chicken	 keepers	mentioned	 that	 they	
regularly	watch	and	observe	their	chickens	for	long	periods	of	times,	spending	time	with	
them	in	the	outdoors.	Regularly,	but	spontaneously,	keepers	see	their	chickens	through	
their	 window	 in	 their	 garden	 and	 watch	 them	 for	 shorter	 periods	 from	 the	 indoors.	
Keepers	 such	 as	 Bob,	 Dora	 and	 Sue	 told	 me	 that	 they	 find	 watching	 their	 chickens	
entertaining	and	therapeutic.	The	individuality	of	their	chickens,	their	relationships	with	






chickens	add	 to	 the	garden	 landscape	 (Andy	and	Alice),	 chicken	 sounds	change	how	a	










what	and	how	to	 look	at	cattle	 is	 important	for	Grasseni’s	cattle	breeders.	For	chicken	
keepers,	skilled	vision	as	described	by	Grasseni,	is	important	in	their	care	of	chickens.	Their	
regular	 observation	 does	 not	 only	 bring	 enjoyment	 to	 the	 keepers	 but	 also	 provides	
keepers	 with	 information	 about	 the	 health	 of	 their	 hens.	 Unusual	 behaviour	 in	 an	
individual	chicken,	the	colour	and	consistency	of	chicken	faeces	are	important	visual	clues	













This	 chapter	 examines	 attitudes	 chicken	 keepers	 have	 towards	 chickens	 and	 the	
boundaries	between	the	human	and	non-human	spheres.	I	do	this	by	exploring	instances	
of	discrepancies	in	traditional	ways	of	categorising	animals.	My	research	is	based	on	the	
literature	 from	 Douglas	 (1978),	 Lynn	 (1998),	 Holloway	 (2001),	 Wilkie	 (2010),	 Latimer	





The	 aim	of	 this	 chapter	 is	 to	 disentangle	 the	 diverse	 perceptions	 and	 attitudes	 chicken	
keepers	have	towards	their	chickens	and	to	highlight	the	positions	chickens	have	in	their	
homes.	 While	 chickens	 have	 been	 culturally	 perceived	 as	 livestock	 and	 productive	
animals,	 lately	 they	 have	 been	 increasingly	 classified	 as	 pets	 and	 as	 animals	 standing	
between	the	binary	classification	of	livestock	and	pet.	This	in-between	classification	has	
been	described	by	small-scale	chicken	keepers	(such	as	in	books	written	by	keepers	about	















identities	 chickens	 take	 depending	 on	 the	 situation	 and	 place,	 then	 I	 engage	 in	 the	




In	 the	 next	 few	 paragraphs	 I	 will	 review	 and	 relate	 literature	 on	 two	 crucial	 animal	






‘tame	 animals’	 into	 pets	 that	 are	 like	 people,	 and	 livestock	 that	 is	 not.	 Serpell	 (2014)	












Pets	 are	 raised,	 suckled	 if	 necessary,	 and	 cherished	 like	 children.	 They	 are	
protected,	 named,	 and	 cared	 for	 during	 life	 and,	 after	 death,	 they	 are	 often	
mourned.	Pet	animals,	may,	in	addition,	serve	practical	functions	but	they	are	not	





that	 the	 emotional	 attachment	 to	 an	 animal	 does	 not	 automatically	 mean	 that	 they	
cannot	be	killed:		
	


















the	 exploitation	 of	 livestock),	 the	 pet	 relationship	 combines	 human	 domination	 with	
affection.	The	pet’s	dependence	on	humans	to	be	fed	and	to	be	taken	for	exercise,	or	even	
the	 act	 of	 touching	 pets	 and	 restricting	 their	 free	movement	 are	 all	 examples	 of	 the	
exertion	of	human	power	over	animals.		
	
Animal	 geographers	 consider	where	 animals	 are	 kept	 and	 how	 they	 are	 consequently	
classified.	Tuan	(1984)	mentions	the	spatial	distance	of	livestock	from	the	human	sphere	
and	mirrors	it	with	the	human-pet	relationship,	stating	that	there	are	“front-stage”	and	
“back	 stage”	 practices	 (1984,	 109)	 (practices	 related	 to	 livestock	 mostly	 remain	 back	







and	 states	 that	 that	 in	 contrast	 to	 the	human-pet	 relationship,	 the	human-companion	
animal	relationship	is	based	on	accepting	and	respecting	the	animal	for	what	it	is	and	not	











domestic	 spaces	 such	 as	 “the	 home,	 yard,	 and	 immediate	 residential	 neighbourhood”	

























approached,	 slowly	 wandering	 over	 the	 threshold	 inside	 the	 house	 (Figure	 65).	 Katie	
laughed	and	described	 their	behaviour	as	 inquisitive,	 curious,	and	cheeky	and	 that	 they	
knew	that	they	were	not	allowed	to	come	inside	but	they	took	every	opportunity	to	explore	









































































form	 of	 dwelling”	 (2013,	 22),	 contrasting	 it	 to	 Haraway’s	 ideas	 on	 human-animal	



















can	 also	 cause	 issues	 for	 keepers	with	 a	 vegetable	 or	 ornamental	 garden.	One	 of	 the	
themes,	which	emerged	especially	through	my	virtual	ethnography	on	Facebook	and	by	
reviewing	 relevant	 book	 sections	 and	 newspaper	 articles	 (Thear	 2006;	 Shooter	 2011;	



































The	 spatial	 context	 is	 only	 one	 perspective	 that	 can	 frame	 the	 exploration	 of	 the	
relationships	 chicken	 keepers	 have	 with	 their	 chickens.	 Chickens	 are	 often	 kept	 for	 a	
purpose,	such	as	educational	lessons,	as	Shooter	mentioned	in	the	quote	above.	The	notion	







I	 attended	 several	 meetings	 of	 an	 initiative	 dedicated	 to	 creating	 a	 new	 city	 farm	 in	
London.	 The	 group	 of	 local	 community	 members,	 some	 of	 them	 small-scale	 chicken	
keepers,	founded	this	initiative	having	the	strong	wish	to	create	a	city	farm	with	livestock	
in	a	small	park	 in	London.	The	focus	of	 the	meetings	 lay	on	developing	applications	to	
funding	bodies	and	on	getting	the	support	of	the	local	community	and	council.	During	one	
of	the	meetings	the	group	discussed	the	content	of	a	feasibility	study	that	needed	to	be	





















But	 the	 production	 of	 eggs	 (and	 meat)	 is	 not	 the	 only	 way	 chicken	 keepers	 use	 their	
chickens.	 In	 response	 to	 the	 concern	 of	 chicken	 keepers	 about	 their	 chickens’	 roles	 as	
destructor	and	vandals	in	their	garden	Andy	Cawthray	and	Francine	Raymond	started	to	talk	
about	the	possibility	of	using	chickens	in	the	garden.	Both	are	authors	and	journalists	who	





They	work	 for	me	as	well,	 so…	 In	 the	winter,	when	 I	 let	 them	 in	 the	vegetable	
garden,	or	at	least	a	very	small	flock	of	them	in	the	vegetable	garden,	and	they	go	
around	 and	 find	 all	 the	worms	 and	 the	 grubs	 and	 leatherjackets	 [soil-dwelling	
larvae]	and	all	that	sort	of	stuff	and	as	long	as	I	don’t	have	any	greens	in	there	[..]	
































and	 she	 covers	 vegetable	 patches,	 flowerbeds,	 and	 her	 herb	 garden	 with	 netting	 to	
protect	it	from	the	hens.	Francine,	as	do	other	chicken	keepers	who	also	enjoy	to	work	in	












Adding	 too	 much	 faeces,	 too	 much	 dry	 leaves	 or	 wet	 greens,	 can	 lead	 to	 the	 wrong	
composition	 and	 create	bad	 compost.	 	 In	 January,	Alda	 adds	 a	 layer	of	 compost	 to	her	
vegetable	beds	to	prepare	the	soil	for	the	new	phase	of	production.	Shannon	and	Jamie,	






soil,	 is	 that	 it	 is	 ‘too	 hot’	 and	would	 burn	 plants	 in	 those	 beds.	 According	 to	 the	 Royal	
Horticultural	Society	(2016)	fresh	chicken	faeces	are	alkaline	and	destroy	plant	roots.		























habitat	as	possible	and	 recognises	 that	 the	chickens	play	an	 integral	 role	 in	 that	
ecosystem,	producing	vital	ingredients	to	ensure	the	dynamic	recycling	of	nutrients.	
Starting	with	their	habitat,	an	orchard	with	moveable	housing	would	come	pretty	








The	goal	 is	 to	 incorporate	 the	 chicken	 into	an	ecosystem	 that	provides	 them	with	 their	
(supposed)	 natural	 living	 environment	 and	 puts	 the	 chicken	 to	 work	 in	 the	 garden.	 I	
described	in	the	beginning	of	this	chapter	different	ways	animal	categories	(especially	pets	
and	 livestock)	 have	 been	 theorised	 by	 animal	 geographers.	 Philo	 and	 Wolch	 (1996)	
developed	a	concept	that	how	we	relate	with	animals	on	a	spatial	continuum	reaching	from	






































Anna	 anthropomorphises	 her	 chickens,	 feeding	




foods	 other	 than	 pellets	 or	 grains	 is	 a	 common	
practice	among	chicken	keepers	who	I	visited	and	
who	 I	 observed	 discussing	 in	 Facebook	 groups.	
Anna,	 Alice,	 Holly	 and	 other	 chicken	 keepers	
supply	their	chickens	on	a	regular	basis	with	food	items	that	they	refer	to	as	treats.	Yoghurt,	
















































treats	and/or	kitchen	scraps	on	a	 regular	or	even	daily	basis.	 	This	 is	especially	notable,	





































the	 apple	 in	 your	 pocket,	 it	 would	 be	 illegal	 to	 feed	 it	 to	 your	 chicken.	 Perfectly	







Before	 the	 commercialisation	of	 specialised	 chicken	 feed	products,	 chickens	were	often	
kept	exclusively	on	kitchen	scraps	and	let	to	forage	in	the	yard	and	garden	area.	During	war	
times,	 as	 part	 of	 the	 Dig	 For	 Victory	 campaign,	 the	 British	 government	 especially	
encouraged	the	provision	of	kitchen	scraps	for	chickens	for	the	production	of	eggs	and	meat	
at	home.	The	law	prohibiting	the	use	of	kitchen	scraps	was	created	by	DEFRA	following	the	













the	 competent	 authority	may	 authorise	 the	 importation	 of	 certain	materials	 for	
purposes	 other	 than	 feeding	 to	 farmed	 land	 animals	 (except	 for	 feeding	 to	 fur	










2016,	 several	 commercial	 sites	 with	 a	 strong	 focus	 on	 the	 small-scale	 chicken	 keeping	









While	 Flyte	 so	 Fancy	 and	 other	 commercial	 companies,	 recently	 started	 offering	 dried	
mealworms	 in	 their	 poultry	 treats	 sections	 again,	 they	 still	 do	 not	 specifically	mention	
chickens	or	other	poultry	in	its	product	description.	On	Omlet’s	website,	for	example,	the	










harmful	 substances	 or	 pathogens	with	 the	 chicken	meat	 and	 eggs	 they	 consume.	Andy	
Cawthray	 has	 highlighted	 the	 ambiguous	 quality	 of	 consuming	 the	 bodily	 products	 of	
animals	that	you	consider	to	be	pets	in	a	blog	entry.	He	wrote	a	blog	entry	as	a	response	to	
the	strong	opposition	of	 small-scale	chicken	keepers	 to	 the	 illegality	of	 feeding	chickens	
























































from	 all	 bordering	 neighbours.	 Finally,	 while	 filling	 out	 this	 form	 it	 turned	 out	 to	 be	
unnecessary	because	her	house	and	garden	was	located	in	a	‘residential	rural’	zone	where	
it	was	freely	permitted	to	keep	chickens.	Again,	as	noted	in	the	examples	above	there	is	a	
tension	 between	 chicken	 keepers	 and	 authorities.	 	 If	 chickens	 are	 considered	 farmed	
animals	or	pets	by	authorities	(mealworms/kitchen	scraps	case	above)	and	chicken	keepers	
(Mullin’s	case	in	the	US)	dictates	if	they	are	permitted	to	be	kept	in	a	certain	location	or	not.	












were	 mostly	 responsible	 for	 treating	 and	 maintaining	 the	 health	 and	 increasing	 the	



















that	 are	 kept	 by	 small-scale	 chicken	 keepers,	 have	 very	 specific	 health	 issues	 not	
necessarily	 familiar	to	small-animal	veterinarians.	Chickens,	which	are	egg-bound	(they	
are	not	able	to	lay	their	fully	developed	egg),	or	have	a	bumblefoot	(an	abscess	on	the	
foot)	 or	 an	 impacted	 or	 sour	 crop,	 are	 easily	 treated.	 I	 was,	 however,	 told	 that	
veterinarians	did	often	not	know	how	to	effectively	treat	these	conditions	(e.g.	Amy,	who	
then	 informed	 herself	 online	 and	 treated	 the	 impacted	 crop	 at	 home	 or	 Dora	 who	






Over	 the	 course	of	 several	months	 during	my	 fieldwork,	 I	 observed	 that	 veterinarians	
noticeably	worked	 on	 closing	 this	 gap	 in	 expertise	 of	 treating	 conditions	 of	 individual	










The	 alternative,	 especially	 in	 rural	 areas,	 is	 to	 ask	 veterinarians	 specialised	 in	 treating	
livestock	for	advice,	but	is	not	always	a	straightforward	solution.	Shannon	and	Jamie	with	
whom	 I	 stayed	 with	 for	 a	 longer	 duration,	 told	 me	 about	 their	 experiences	 with	 a	
veterinarian	specialised	in	livestock.	They	sought	the	help	of	a	veterinarian	because	they	
suspected	that	one	of	their	chickens	was	infected	with	a	viral	disease.	When	they	went	to	
see	 the	 veterinarian	 they	 were	 told	 that	 individual	 chickens	 were	 not	 treated.	 The	
veterinarian	only	treated	whole	flocks	and	advised	them	to	cull	all	of	her	chickens	and	
start	with	a	new	flock,	rather	than	investing	in	treating	them,	as	it	would	be	too	expensive.		










require	 specialised	medication,	 keepers	 tend	 to	 treat	 their	 chickens	 at	 home	 to	 avoid	






receive	 immediate	 advice	 from	 other	 chicken	 keepers	 who	 are	 part	 of	 these	 online	
communities.	Through	YouTube	videos	chicken	keepers	can	watch	others	perform	routine	
health	checks	on	their	chickens	or	even	perform	minor	surgeries	as	it	is	advised	in	the	case	










Figure	 71)	 (a	majority	 of	 these	 instructional	 videos	 are	 recorded	 and	 uploaded	 by	US	
chicken	keepers).		
	
The	 fact	 the	 home	 treatment	 of	 chickens	 is	 deemed	 socially	 acceptable	 is	 a	 decisive	







Several	 chicken	 keepers	 told	me	 that	one	of	 the	parts	 they	enjoy	most	 about	 chicken	
keeping	is	to	see	a	simple	egg	turn	into	a	chick	in	only	three	weeks’	time	and	to	witness	
life	develop	inside	the	egg	(I’ve	mentioned	some	of	these	keepers,	such	as	Dora,	who	used	

















not	 easy	 to	 find	 a	 person	 who	 takes	 them	 in.	 There	 is	 a	 Facebook	 group	 dedicated	
exclusively	to	solving	this	common	cockerel	problem.	The	group	called	‘Cockereltrader’	





















































keepers	 I	 interviewed	said	 that	 they	or	a	 friend	or	 family	members	culled	one	of	 their	


















‘dispatching’.	 I	 came	 across	 several	 from-hatch-to-dispatch	 courses	 designed	 to	 guide	






provided	you	 take	 the	 time	 to	 look	after	 them	properly.	Different	breeds	have	



















being	 the	 primary	 benefit.	When	 the	 benefit	 extends	 to	 the	 production	 of	meat,	 the	
slaughter	of	chickens	for	their	meat,	the	relationships	that	chicken	keepers	have	with	their	
chickens	can	become	more	complicated.	Only	a	minority	of	chicken	keepers	I	encountered	

































that	 everything	 she	 and	 her	 family	 consume	 used	 to	 be	 alive,	 including	 plant-based	










hens,	 also	will	 cull	 the	 unnecessary	 cockerels…like	 I	 would	 too.	 Nobody	wants	
cockerels,	except	these	few	cockerels	that	are	used	for	breeding.	If	I	keep	them	
mainly	for	the	eggs,	I	would	really	only	go	for	layer	breeds	like	Leghorns	or	hybrids.	


































































and	 their	 relationships	 to	 their	 productive	 animals.	 She	 quotes	 a	 hobby	 farmer	 who	












But	 as	 the	 days	 shortened,	 her	 egg	 production	 went	 down.	 And	 down.	 By	
September,	my	reliable	one-a-day	bird	was	laying	only	three	eggs	a	week,	 large	














keeps	 chickens	about	 it,	who	was	hesitant	 to	agree	 that	 culling	 the	hen	was	 the	 right	

























chickens	 that	 they	 consider	 to	 be	 pets.	Mullin	 (2013)	 mentions	 the	 same	 issue,	 which	
especially	 chicken	 keepers	 face	 who	 do	 not	 only	 consider	 their	 chickens	 as	 productive	
animals,	but	who	consider	them	as	both	pets	and	livestock.	She	mentions	the	trend	in	the	








































and	explained	 in	numerous	YouTube	videos	and	 is	 said	 (in	 some	of	 the	 videos	and	by	
Shannon	and	Simon)	to	be	a	quick	and	“dead	easy”	way	of	ending	a	chicken’s	life.	I	took	













Chicken	 keepers	 care	 about	 their	 chickens,	 yet	 sometimes	 kill	 some	of	 their	 chickens,	







To	 deal	with	 this	 paradox	 chicken	 keepers	 develop	 several	 strategies	 to	manage	 their	
emotions.	 One	 of	 these	methods	 is	 to	 avoid	 naming	 the	 chickens	 to	 enable	 them	 to	
maintain	 an	 emotional	 distance	 from	 the	 animal.	 When	 we	 (one	 course	 participant,	
Shannon	and	I)	plucked	the	feathers	of	two	of	Shannon’s	dispatched	cockerels	we	talked	
about	how	she	feels	about	ending	the	lives	of	her	own	chickens.	Echoing	the	connection	










I	 come	back	 the	next	day	 to	 get	 it	 in	 the	morning	 it	 is	 not	 the	 same.	 It	 is	 not	my	pet	
anymore.	 It	 is	 just	 a	 chicken,	 like	 any	 chicken	 I	 see	 hanging	 in	 the	 butcher’s	 or	 in	
Chinatown.”	In	the	same	way,	Shannon	tells	me,	while	taking	out	the	intestines	of	one	of	
her	 cockerels,	 that	 she	 often	 finds	 it	 easier	 to	 put	 the	 chicken	 in	 the	 freezer	 before	
preparing	it	as	a	meal	and	eating	it.		“I	put	it	in	the	freezer	and	when	I	almost	forgot	about	
it,	I	take	it	out	and	look	at	it	and	it	feels	like	preparing	any	other	chicken	that	I	bought	at	




















keepers	 decide	 to	 slaughter	 (such	 as	 Hollander)	 or	 give	 away	 their	 now	 unproductive	
chickens	[such	as	described	by	Mullin	(2013)	and	as	encountered	on	the	Omlet	forum].	
Similarly,	cockerels	are	either	given	away,	euthanised	by	vets,	or	slaughtered	and	eaten.	









there	 is	 a	 clear	 boundary	 between	 them.	 The	 literal	 transgression	 of	 the	 threshold	
between	 the	 outdoor	 space	 and	 the	 indoors	 space,	 often	 goes	 hand-in-hand	 with	 a	
figurative	transgression	of	boundaries	of	animal	classification.		
	
When	 chickens	 transgress	 the	 boundary	 between	 the	 outdoors	 and	 the	 indoors,	 they	
were	described	as	cheeky	invaders,	visitors,	or	even	as	crocodiles	(chickens	are	considered	
out-of-place	when	 entering	 the	 indoors,	 just	 as	 how	 a	 crocodile	would	 be	 considered	



















I	 explored	 several	 practices	 of	 chicken	 keeping	 and	 discussed	 how	 they	 challenge	 the	
classification	of	animals	in	either	exclusively	as	pets	or	as	livestock.	I	discussed	practices	







































fact	 that	 hens	 that	 stopped	 laying	 are	 replaced	 with	 productive	 hens,	 illustrates	 that	
productivity	is	the	most	important	quality	in	a	chicken	for	these	keepers.		
	
Chicken	 keepers	 who	 slaughter	 their	 chickens	 go	 through	 a	 process	 of	 emotional	





Shannon,	help	 to	perceive	 the	chicken	as	meat,	 rather	 than	the	 individual	animal	 they	

























I	 collected	 newspaper	 articles	 in	 course	 of	 my	 ethnographic	 study	 of	 the	 small-scale	
chicken	keeping	culture	in	the	UK.	Emerging	through	the	study	of	these	documents	was	
the	 reoccurring	 theme	 ‘the	 good	 life’	 in	 connection	 to	 the	motivations	 of	 small-scale	




























This	 definition	of	 the	 good	 life	 and	 the	 yearning	 for	 an	 idealised	 version	of	 the	 life	of	













television	 programme	 inspired	 people	 to	 live	 a	 more	 self-sufficient	 life	 and	 to	 start	





defined	 by	 Halfacree	 (2006),	 when	 people	 in	 Britain	 showed	 increasing	 interest	 in	
gardening	 (Heyden	 2013)	 and	 farming-related	 activities.	 Willcock	 from	 the	 National	




















rural	 life	as	described	 in	this	chapter.	People	who	grew	up	 in	rural	environments	have	
experiences	with	the	unadorned	rurality	and	aspects	of	chicken	keeping.		
	
People	 from	 suburban	 and	 urban	 backgrounds,	 or	 even	 rural	 backgrounds	 without	
experiences	of	 farming-related	activities,	 are	nostalgic	about	 something	 they	have	not	
experienced	before	and	they	do	not	really	know.	When	I	stayed	with	Mark	for	a	couple	of	
days	and	we	talked	about	how	farm	life	is	sometimes	idealised,	he	told	me	to	read	a	poem	
one	 of	 his	 guests	 wrote	 about	 their	 smallholding	 that	 reflects	 the	 above	 described	






We all believe that one day we’ll keep chickens 
When I get mine, I’ll put them in a place like this, 
in slightly peeling hen-runs, roofed in time for rain. 
Around them, lazy beds with kindling patches; 
bees as earnest as librarians, 
quietly browsing milkweed; a determined pig. 
They’ll worship the dazzlingly polished cockerel, 
proud as a bouncer; they’ll look up 




I’ll live beside them in a house 
furnished with the careful absent-mindedness of love. 
Flagstones clean of the worst, collecting thread and crumb. 
A little ash on the hearth, the table not quite cleared, 
the house never quite cold: 








words:	 “We	 all	 believe	 that	 one	 day	 we’ll	 keep	 chickens”	 –	 a	 statement	 containing	
inherently	the	desire	 for	the	good	 life	as	Tuan	(2003)	defined	 it.	Here	the	chicken	was	
















homesickness	 soldiers	 fighting	 and	 living	 far	 away	 from	 their	 countries	 experienced	
(Grainge	 2000,	 25).	 Symptoms	 of	 Hofer’s	 nostalgia	 could	 range	 from	melancholia	 and	
weeping	to	suicide	(Grainge	2000;	Pickering	&	Keightley	2006).	By	the	late	19th	century,	
with	 the	disappearance	of	 the	 term	nostalgia	 from	the	medical	 field,	nostalgia	 started	





























Picturesque,	 farming	 community,	 recreational,	 bucolic:	 these	 are	 the	words	 of	
conventional	 rural	 idyll,	 of	 the	 aesthetics	 of	 pastoral	 landscapes,	 of	 humans,	




























with	Maud,	 Tillie,	 Cleo,	 Penny,	Mabel,	May,	Maggie,	Margie,	Millie,	Minnie,	 Blossom,	
Gertrude,	Henrietta,	Harriet,	Beatrice.	Edgar,	Bob,	and	Bertie	are	the	names	of	cockerels	
I	 encountered.	 I	 have	 mentioned	 the	 role	 the	 practice	 of	 naming	 plays	 in	 creating	 a	
biography	 and	 in	 the	 individualisation	 of	 an	 animal	 in	 chapter	 7	 ‘Edible	 pets	 –	
transgressing	 boundaries’.	 In	 chapter	 7	 I	 listed	 other	 names	 of	 chickens	 that	 have	




during	 this	 time	 period	 (British	 Baby	 Names	 2012).	 Again,	 the	 choice	 of	 these	 names	
indicates	that	keepers	experience	nostalgic	emotions	for	the	rural,	 idyllic	past.	Chicken	
keepers	 live	 with	 Maud,	 Maggie,	 and	 Millie,	 rather	 than	 with	 Max,	 Buddy,	 and	 Milo	
(among	the	most	popular	dog	names	in	the	UK	in	2017)	or	Charlie,	Oscar,	and	Bella	(among	












Examining	 the	 idealisation	of	 rural	 life	 in	pastoral	 landscape	painting	 gives	us	 another	
indication	 of	 how	 we	 have	 been	 imprinted	 with	 this	 understanding	 of	 rurality.	 The	
farmyard	painting	in	Figure	73	was	shared	on	the	RBKC	(Royal	Borough	of	Kensington	and	
Chealsea)	 (2006)	 virtual	 museum	 website	 and	 depicts	 18th	 century	 Notting	 Hill	 farm.	
According	 to	 the	 RBKC	 virtual	 museum	 “the	 scene	 is	 highly	 idealised	 and	 bears	 little	











The	 painting	 Milking	 Time	 by	 19th	 Century	 English	 landscape	 painter	 Thomas	 Sidney	





















began	 to	 abandon	 the	 search	 for	 picturesque	 and	 sublime	 subjects	 […]	 and	









land-movements	 in	 the	 1960s/70s	 and	 1990s/early	 2000s).	 The	 increasing	 distance	 of	















comforting	 home	 that	 is	 “never	 quite	 cold”.	 The	 above	 sections	 on	 the	 good	 life	 and	
nostalgia	for	the	rural	idyll	mainly	focused	on	possible	motivations	of	chicken	keepers	who	






































and	 that	 they	are	part	of	 “what	makes	home	home”.	He	even	kept	 chickens	 in	 secret	
during	his	time	as	a	student	at	the	University	of	Oxford	at	his	houses	of	residence	because	
he	could	not	settle	without	keeping	chickens.	Dora	told	me	that	her	grandmother	kept	


















sounds	 they	make,	 the	 fact	 that	 they	produce	 food,	 the	connection	of	chickens	 to	 the	
yearning	for	the	rural	idyll	as	described	above,	all	contribute	to	the	association	of	chickens	




The	motivations	behind	 the	process	of	 continuing	 to	keep	chickens	are	quite	different	
from	the	often	nostalgic	motivations	associated	with	starting	to	keep	chickens.	Chicken	
keepers	provided	diverse	reasons	for	their	continued	enjoyment	for	chicken	keeping:	the	





visit	and	 look	 inside	through	the	kitchen	window	(Katie	and	Bob);	the	 joy	of	gardening	
with	chickens	-	having	them	pick	out	the	worms	and	bugs	from	the	bed	the	keepers	just	
dug	 over	 (Alice,	 Ruth,	 and	 Francine);	 or	 simply	 watching	 them	 dust	 bath	 in	 the	 yard	
(according	to	Mark	one	of	the	essential	experiences	every	person	needs	to	make	in	their	
life).	 While	 eggs	 and	 sometimes	 the	 meat	 of	 chickens	 are	 major	 motivations	 for	





Novice	 chicken	 keepers	 who	 start	 keeping	 chickens	 without	 much	 prior	 experience	
motivated	 by	 their	 desire	 to	 ‘keep	 chickens	 one	 day’,	 told	 me	 that	 they	 appreciated	
completely	different	aspects	after	a	short	period	of	time	of	keeping	chickens.	With	this	
new	acquired	understanding	and	experiences	the	motivations	to	keep	chickens	shifted.	
Alice,	 for	 example,	 told	 me	 that	 she	 was	 surprised	 that	 her	 chickens	 had	 individual	
characters	and	that	she	bonded	with	them	in	a	similar	manner	to	how	she	bonded	with	
her	other	pets.	This	comment	was	repeated	by	several	other	novice	chicken	keepers	who	
did	not	 expect	 their	 chickens	 to	have	 individual	 personalities	 and	 to	be	 social	 animals	














In	 the	 following	 section	 I	 discuss	 different	 types	 of	 chicken	 keepers,	 with	 different	





towards	 their	 chickens,	 the	 ways	 chicken	 keepers	 experience	 and	 learn	 about	 these	
activities,	 and	 the	 infrastructures,	 materials	 and	 objects	 they	 use.	 This	 chapter	 has	
discussed	 the	 motivations	 chicken	 keepers	 have	 to	 start	 and	 to	 continue	 with	 their	
activities	as	chicken	keepers.	 	Based	on	this	analysis	of	attitudes,	approaches,	material	
culture	 and	 motivations	 of	 chicken	 keepers	 whom	 I	 interviewed,	 engaged	 with,	 and	
encountered	 through	my	 study	 of	 documents	 related	 to	 chicken	 keeping,	 I	 created	 a	
classification	of	keepers	in	four	types:	the	pet	keeper,	the	utilitarian	pet	keeper,	the	flock	









































for	 the	 utilitarian	 pet	 keeper.	 Once	 their	 hens	 stop	 laying	 eggs,	 this	 chicken	 keeper	

















characters	or	characteristics.	This	 type	of	chicken	keeper	enjoys	 living	with	 (alongside)	




















































2-20	 Often	 Important	 Yes	 Home	 Given	away	or	
slaughtered	
Flock	keeper	 5-50	 No	 Not	important	 No	 Home	 Slaughtered	
Utilitarian	
flock	keeper	






that	 has	 been	 frequently	 mentioned	 by	 newspaper	 articles	 in	 relation	 to	 the	 recent	
increasing	interest	in	small-scale	chicken	keeping.	I	discussed	‘the	good	life’	as	defined	by	
Tuan	(2003),	who	described	it	as	a	concept	created	by	people	belonging	to	commercial	
















I	 related	 the	 concepts	 the	 good	 life	 and	 the	 rural	 idyll	 with	 literature	 on	 nostalgia	 to	
further	explore	motivations	of	chicken	keepers.	Originally	‘nostalgia’	was	a	term	used	to	
describe	 the	 deeply	 emotional	 feeling	 of	 homesickness	 of	 soldiers	 for	 their	 home-
countries	 in	 the	 17th	 century.	 Later	 ‘nostalgia’	 was	 not	 only	 used	 for	 the	 emotional	
yearning	for	a	distant	place,	but	also	for	a	past	time	that	is	no	longer	available.	The	time	
or	place	a	person	is	yearning	for	is	hereby	not	always	known:	exo-nostalgia	is	the	yearning	
for	 a	 past	 time	 or	 place	 that	 has	 not	 been	 personally	 experienced	 and	 is	 therefore	
unknown.	Nostalgia	for	the	rural	idyll	can	be	considered	exo-nostalgic,	as	this	past,	if	it	
















the	 good	 life	 and	 a	 nostalgic	 yearning	 for	 the	 rural	 idyll,	 I	 returned	 to	 a	 discussion	 of	

















supply	 of	 fresh	 eggs,	 which	 for	many	was	 an	 important	motivation	 to	 keep	 chickens,	
keepers	continue	 to	keep	chickens	due	 to	an	appreciation	of	 the	chickens’	nature	and	






dimensions:	 emotional	 attachment	 to	 the	 individual	 chicken	 and	 importance	 of	 the	
chickens’	productivity.	While	pet	chicken	keepers	and	utilitarian	pet	chicken	keepers	are	
emotionally	attached	to	the	individual	chickens,	flock	keepers	and	utilitarian	flock	keepers	





















In	 this	 thesis,	 I	 illustrated	 how	 these	 emotional,	 utilitarian	 and	 at	 times	 ambiguous	
relationships	and	attitudes	are	reflected	in	the	diversity	of	practices,	structures,	material	






the	 individual’	 and	 ‘Using	 chickens	 as	 producers	 -	 of	 food	 and	 of	 the	 good	 life’	 I	 will	












investing	money	 and	 time	 into	 enclosures	 and	 in	 daily	 letting-out/locking-up	 routines.	
Chickens	were	contained	and	kept	in	assigned	spaces,	away	from	cultivated	parts	of	the	
garden	 and	 from	 indoors	 spaces	 designated	 for	 humans.	When	 chickens	 transgressed	
these	boundaries,	 they	were	assigned	 identities	 that	 insinuated	their	out-of-placeness.	
Examples	 of	 this	were	 the	 identities	 assigned	 to	 chickens	 as	 vandals	 (the	 pecking	 and	





Odours	 and	 faeces	 and	 the	 crowing	 of	 cockerels	 are	 all	 deemed	 inappropriate	 in	 the	
human	sphere.	Here	the	human	sphere	is	defined	as	residential	areas	and	generally	urban	
areas.	 The	 inappropriateness	 of	 animals	 in	 certain	 spaces	 was	 paralleled	 with	 Philo's	













the	 feral	end	of	 the	animal	classification	continuum	as	 introduced	by	Philo	and	Wolch	
(1996).		
	
Chickens	 and	 chicken	 keepers	 spend	 physically	 separate	 lives,	 in	 most	 cases,	 living	
alongside	-	humans	in	the	indoors	and	chickens	in	the	outdoors.	When	Sue	compared	and	
contrasted	her	level	of	emotional	attachment	to	her	chickens	with	her	attachment	to	her	






























advice	 of	 more	 experienced	 keepers.	 Simon,	 a	 friend	 and	 chicken	 keeping	 expert,	






observation	 of	 others	 performing	 an	 activity	 and	 our	 subsequent	 imitation	 of	 these	







Besides	 regularly	 relying	 on	 support	 and	 advice	 from	 experts	 and	 online	 sources,	 we	
became	 apprentices	 of	 the	 chickens	 themselves	 as	 well.	 We	 learned	 to	 care	 for	 the	
chickens	 by	 listening	 to,	 touching,	 watching,	 and	 observing	 them.	 We	 familiarized	
ourselves	 with	 their	 daily	 routines	 and	 learned	 from	 mistakes	 and	 difficulties	 we	
encountered	during	the	processes	associated	with	caring	for	them.	Touching	the	chickens’	
crops;	 smelling	 their	 breath;	 evaluating	 the	 colour	 of	 their	 faeces;	 feeling	 with	 the	
fingertips	between	the	feathers	for	lice;	listening	to	the	diversity	of	chicken	sounds	and	
interpreting	 their	meaning;	 and	hours	of	observing	 their	movements,	 interactions	 and	
general	behaviour	–	these	sensuous	experiences	turned	us	into	skilled	chicken	keepers.		
	
















































emotionally	attached	to	 individual	chickens	 tend	to	refer	 to	 their	chickens	as	pets	and	
acquire	toys	and	treats	especially	 for	 their	pet	chickens.	The	 feeding	of	 treats,	such	as	






I	 identified	 two	 types	 of	 chicken	 keepers	 with	 an	 individual-focused	 attitude	 towards	

















All	 types	of	chicken	keepers	 I	 introduced	above,	with	 the	exception	of	 the	pet	chicken	
keeper	could	slaughter	one	of	their	chickens	(often	cockerels)	for	the	consumption	of	their	








































raise	 and	 to	 slaughter	 them.	 Choosing	 dual-purpose	 breeds,	 as	we	 did	 in	 case	 of	 the	
Growhampton,	gives	chicken	keepers	the	option	to	make	use	of	chickens	in	diverse	ways:	










Productivity	 is	 not	 everything.	 In	 the	 beginning	 of	 this	 thesis,	 in	 chapter	 3	 ‘Classifying	
chickens’,	I	discussed	categories	chicken	keepers	use	to	make	sense	of	their	experiences	
with	their	chickens.	The	categories	and	chicken	classifications	that	small-scale	keepers	use	
are	 not	 given	 and	 obvious.	 They	 are	 different	 from	 the	 way	 pedigree	 breeders	 or	
commercial	farmers	understand	chickens.	They	focus	not	only	on	the	productive	abilities	
of	 their	 chickens,	 such	 as	 the	 commercial	 sector	 (broilers	 and	 layers)	 does,	 or	 on	 the	
aesthetics	as	pedigree	breeders	generally	tend	to	do	(breed	specific	colours,	patterns	and	
weight	 classes).	 Small-scale	 chicken	 keepers	 are	 interested	 in	 the	 aesthetics	 and	
productivity	of	their	chickens,	but	also	use	categories	that	suggest	that	the	nature	of	the	
animal,	 at	 times	 the	 individuality	 of	 the	 chickens	 and	 their	 emotional	 attachments	
towards	them	play	an	 important	role	 in	this	human-chicken	relationship.	They	concern	
themselves	with	the	temperament/character	of	their	individual	chickens	(docile	–	flighty),	



















This	 thesis	 is	 the	 first	 in-depth	 ethnographic	 study	 of	 the	 small-scale	 chicken	 keeping	




by	 describing	 a	 diversity	 of	 practices	 of	 small-scale	 chicken	 keepers,	 and	 recounting	 a	







exemplify	 only	 female	 chicken	 keepers	 in	 the	 types	 ‘pet	 keeper’	 and	 ‘utilitarian	 pet	
keeper’,	I	mention	only	male	participants	when	discussing	the	flock-keeper	type.		As	this	
thesis	did	not	explore	gender	issues	related	to	chicken	keeping	in	detail,	future	research	
addressing	 the	 importance	and	 relevance	of	gender	 in	 the	practice	of	 chicken	keeping	
















While	 the	 scope	 of	 a	 PhD	 research	 project	 is	 limited	 in	 nature,	 this	 thesis	 could	 be	
considered	as	an	example	of	what	an	anthropological	ethnographic	approach	can	offer	in	
terms	 of	 understanding	 the	 grounded	 complexities	 of	 specific	 interspecies	 living.	 In	













The research for this project was submitted for ethics consideration under the reference 
LSC 14/ 109 in the Department of Life Sciences and was approved under the procedures 
















































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































Title of Research Project: Amateur Chicken Keeping in Modern Britain 
 
In this project I will be investigating the nature of the relationships between humans and chickens in an 
amateur chicken keeping setting. As participant in this project you will contribute to on-going efforts to 
further the knowledge about human-animal interactions in the field of social anthropology. Contributions 
to this research might include the participation in a recorded interview, a casual conversation or a visit 
to your chicken flock at your home (whichever you feel most comfortable with). 
 
Investigator Contact Details:   Eva Zoubek 
Whitelands 2005 
Department of Life Sciences 
University of Roehampton 
Holybourne Avenue 
London SW15 4JD 
Email: zoubeke@roehampton.ac.uk 




I agree to take part in this research, and am aware that I am free to withdraw at any point 
without giving a reason, although if I do so I understand that my data might still be used in a 
collated form. I understand that the information I provide will be treated in confidence by the 
investigator and that my identity will be protected in the publication of any findings, and that 
data will be collected and processed in accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998 and with 






Please note: if you have a concern about any aspect of your participation or any other 
queries please raise this with me (or you can also contact my Director of Studies.) However, 
if you would like to contact an independent party please contact the Head of Department.  
 
Director of Studies Contact Details:  Head of Department Contact Details: 
Professor Garry Marvin Dr Caroline Ross 
Whitelands 1067  Whitelands 1068 
Department of Life Sciences  Department of Life Sciences 
University of Roehampton  University of Roehampton 
Holybourne Avenue  Holybourne Avenue 
London SW15 4JD  London SW15 4JD 
Email: g.marvin@roehampton.ac.uk  Email: c.ross@roehampton.ac.uk 
Telephone: +44 (0)20 8392 3170  Telephone: +44 (0)20 8392 3529  
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 Guiding	questions	for	the	semi-structured	interviews	
The	following	list	contains	a	selection	of	questions	which	I	asked	interviewees	in	
course	of	semi-structured	interviews	and	conversations.	These	questions	were	
developed	and	adapted	over	time	and	therefore	not	all	interviews	included	all	the	
questions	in	this	list.	
	
1) How	and	when	did	you	start	keeping	chickens?	
2) Why	did	you	start	with	it?	
3) How	and	from	whom	did	you	learn	to	keep	chickens?	
4) Where	did	you	get	your	chickens	from?	
5) What	kind	of	enclosure/chicken	house	do	you	have?	Are	they	locked	up	and	do	
you	let	them	out?	
6) When	and	how	often	do	you	see	or	visit	your	chickens?	
7) Do	you	have	a	daily/weekly/monthly	chicken	keeping	routine?	
8) Do	you	spend	time	with	your	chickens	during	the	day?	
9) Do	you	let	your	chickens	in	all	parts	of	your	garden?	Do	you	let	them	sometimes	
inside	your	house?	
10) Can	you	tell	apart	your	chickens?	
11) Did	you	give	them	names?	
12) Do	you	know	which	breeds	your	chickens	are?	
13) Do	your	chickens	get	along	between	them?	What	kinds	of	relationships	do	they	
have	between	them?	
14) Can	you	tell	apart	different	sounds	chickens	make	and	do	you	know	if	these	
sounds	have	meaning?	
15) Do	you	talk	about	your	chickens	with	friends,	family,	or	other	chicken	keepers?	
16) Do	you	know	other	chicken	keepers?	
17) Do	you	use	the	Internet	to	inform	yourself	about	chicken	keeping	or	to	talk	to	
others?	
18) Do	you	use	books	or	did	you	subscribe	to	magazines	to	learn	about	chickens?	
19) Do	you	have	other	animals	and	how	do	the	animals	get	along	with	each	other?	
20) Do	you	consider	your	chickens	to	be	pets?	
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21) How	do	you	compare	your	relationship	to	your	other	animals	to	the	
relationships	you	have	to	your	chickens?		
22) Are	there	any	specific	smells	you	connect	to	with	your	activity	of	chicken	
keeping?		
23) Do	you	have	or	did	you	have	a	cockerel?	
24) Did	you	ever	hatch	chicks	or	do	you	plan	to	hatch	chicks?	
25) Did	you	keep	all	the	chicks	or	did	you	give	them	away?	
26) Do	you	eat	meat?	Do	you	eat	chicken	meat?	Would	you	consider	slaughtering	
one	of	your	chickens?	
27) How	did	you	learn	to	slaughter	chickens	and	how	do	you	do	it?	
28) What	do	you	do	with	your	chickens	when	they	are	ill	and	how	can	you	tell	if	
they	are	unwell?	
29) Would	you	seek	the	help	of	a	vet	if	one	of	your	chickens	was	unwell?	
30) How	did	you	deal	with	the	death	of	one	of	your	chickens?	What	did	you	do	with	
their	bodies?	
31) What	do	you	feed	your	chickens?	
32) Do	you	feed	them	treats	and	food	scraps?	
33) Do	you	give	them	special	feed	in	winter/spring/summer/autumn?	
34) What	do	you	do	with	your	chickens	when	you	are	on	holidays?	
35) How	many	eggs	do	you	get	at	the	moment	and	is	there	a	change	in	the	number	
of	eggs	they	lay	in	course	of	the	year?	
36) What	do	you	do	with	the	eggs	of	your	chickens?	
37) When	do	you	collect	your	eggs?	
38) Do	you	enjoy	eating	the	eggs	of	your	chickens?	
39) How	do	you	feel	about	your	hens	after	they	stop	laying?	Do	you	mind	when	
they	stop	laying	eggs?	
40) When	do	you	clean	the	chicken	house	and	which	tools	to	do	use?	
41) Do	you	have	chicken	related	things	at	home?	Where	did	you	get	these	things	
from?	
42) Did	you	change	your	mind	about	chickens	after	you	started	keeping	them?	
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43) Was	there	anything	that	surprised	you	about	chicken	after	keeping	them	for	a	
while? 	
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